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Highlights 


Cumulative  List  of  Public  Laws— The  fourth  and  Hnal 
cumulative  list  of  public  laws  for  the  second  session  of  the 
96th  Congress  can  be  found  in  the  Reader  Aids  Section  of  the 
issue  of  January  7, 1981 


17751  Presidential  Advisory  Board  on  Ambassadorial 
Appointments  Executive  order 

17790  Infants  HHS/FDA  extends  comment  period  until 
5-1-81,  on  proposed  requirements  for  quality  control 
procedures  for  the  manufacture  of  infant  formula 
products 

17994  Recombinant  ON  A  HHS  publishes  notice  of 

actions  under  NIH  guidelines  for  research  involving 
Recombinant  DNA  Molecules;  comments  by  4-20-81 
(Part  IV  of  this  issue) 

17758  Postal  Service  PS  solicits  comments  by  5-1-81,  on 
new  postal  rates,  fees  and  classifications  scheduled 
to  take  eH'ect  March  22, 1981  at  12:01  a.m. 

17829  Natural  Gas  DOE/EIA  gives  notice  of  alternative 
fuel  price  ceilings  and  incremental  price  threshold 
for  high  cost  natural  gas 
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Highlights 


17826  Coal  DOE  request  public  comments  by  4-30-81,  on 
the  “Interim  Report  of  the  Interagency  Coal  Export 
Task  Force” 

17876  Grant  Programs— Minority  Businesses  EPA 

extends  comment  period  to  5-4-81,  on  proposed 
changes  to  the  minority  business  enterprise  and 
women’s  business  enterprise  policies 

17791  Travel  and  Transportation  Expenses  GSA 

proposes  to  revise  Federal  Travel  Regulations  to 
update  and  improve  relocation  allowances: 
comments  by  5-19-81 

17787  Travel  DOE  proposes  to  provide  explicit 
guidelines  on  payment  from  Department  funds  of 
travel  expenses  of  persons  who  are  not  Government 
employees;  comments  by  4-20-81 

17788  Consumer  Protection  CPSC  withdraws  proposed 
standard  for  miniature  Christmas  tree  lights; 
comments  by  5-19-81 

17876  Communications  FCC  terminates  inquiry  into  the 
abolition  of  special  rates  for  letter  telegrams 

17893  Common  Carriers  ICC  invites  comments  by 
5-15-81,  on  Congress  mandated  study  of  cargo 
liability 

17814  Motor  Carriers  ICC  proposes  to  authorize 
individual  carriers  to  establish  their  own 
nondiscriminatory  c.o.d.  collection  and  remittance 
rules;  comments  by  5-4-81 

17980  Minimum  Wages  Labor/ESA  publishes  basic 

hourly  wage  rates  and  fringe  benefit  payments  fbr 
certain  classes  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed 
on  construction  projects  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

17947  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  this  issue 

17980  Part  II,  Labor/ESA 

17991  Part  III,  HHS/NIH 

17994  Part  IV,  HHS/NIH 

18000  Part  V,  DOE 

18011  Part  VI,  DOE/FERC 
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The  President 
EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

Presidential  Advisory  Board  on  Ambassadorial 
Appointments  (EO  12299) 

Executive  Agencies 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
RULES 

Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Onions  grown  in  Tex. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service:  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Farmers  Home 
Administration;  Forest  Service. 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
RULES 

Plant  pest  regulations: 

Mediterranean  fruit  fly;  final  rule  and  request  for 
comments 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Design  Arts  Panel 
Literature  Panel 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  from 
NOTICES 

Procurement  list,  1981;  additions  and  deletions  (2 
documents] 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 
NOTICES 

Environmental  statement;  availability,  etc.: 
Allston-Portland  Area,  Wash,  and  Oreg.; 
electrical  transmission  system  reinforcement 

Census  Bureau 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Agriculture  Statistics  Advisory  Committee  et  al.; 
cancellation 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
NOTICES 

Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 
Hearings,  etc.: 

Air  Berlin  USA  fitness  investigation 

Air  Transport  Association 

Empresa  Guatemalteca  de  Aviacion  enforcment 

proceeding 

Former  large  irregular  air  service  investigation 
Trans  World  Airlines  additional  points  Akron/ 
Canton-Youngstown  show  cause  proceeding 
Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 


Commerce  Department 

See  Census  Bureau;  International  Trade 
Administration;  National  Bureau  of  Standards. 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

17788  Christmas  tree  lights,  miniature;  withdrawal  of 
standard 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

17825  Product  Safety  Advisory  Council 
17947  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal 
NOTICES 

17825  Cable  royalty  fees;  declaratory  relief  petitions; 
inquiry 

Customs  Service 
NOTICES 

Customhouse  broker  license  cancellation, 
suspension,  etc.: 

17946  Barnhart,  James  A. 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Navy  Department. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

17826  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group 

17826  Wage  Committee 

Economic  Reguiatory  Administration 
NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

17828  O’Connell  Oil  Co. 

Remedial  orders: 

17829  Hester,  B.  M. 

Employment  Standards  Administration 
NOTICES 

17980  Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Conn., 
Fla.,  Ga.,  Ky.,  La.,  Miss.,  Nev.,  N.  Mex.,  N.  Dak., 
Tex.  and  Va.) 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Bonneville  Power  Administration; 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Energy 
Information  Administration;  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings  and  Appeals 
Office,  Energy  Department. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

17787  Travel  expenses,  non-government  employees: 
payment  procedures 
NOTICES 

17826  Interagency  Coal  Export  Task  Force;  report 
availability;  inquiry 

18000  National  energy  plan,  third  biennial;  hearings 
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Energy  Information  Administration 
NOTICES 

17829  Natural  gas,  high  cost:  alternative  fuel  price 
ceilings  and  incremental  price  threshold 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans:  approval  and 
promulgation:  various  States,  etc.: 

17777  Georgia 

17778  Iowa 

17779  New  Jersey 

17779  Final  rules:  deferral  of  effective  dates:  correction 
PROPOSES  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans:  approval  and 
promulgation:  various  States,  etc.: 

17790  California;  extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

17875  Confidential  business  information,  access  by  JRB 
Associates,  Inc.:  contract  to  provide  expert 
witnesses 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

17873  Agency  statements:  weekly  receipts 

Grants:  State  and  local  assistance: 

17876  Minority  and  women’s  business  enterprise  policy, 

construction  grants  program:  inquiry;  extension 
of  time 

Pesticides:  experimental  use  permit  applications; 
17675  Monsanto  Co. 

Farmers  Home  Administration 
RULES 

Rural  housing  loans  and  grants: 

17753  Policies,  procedures,  and  authorizations  (Section 

502);  deferral  of  effective  date 

Federal  Communications  Commission 
RULES 

Radio  stations:  table  of  assignments: 

17783,  Pennsylvania  (3  documents) 

17784 

Television  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

17785  North  Carolina;  cross  reference;  correction 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Radio  services,  special: 

17613  Land  mobile  services;  radio  spectrum  use; 

additional  technologies  for  improved  efficiency: 
inquiry:  extension  of  time 
Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

17809  Alabama 

17810  California 

17811  Oregon 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.; 

17876  Alabama  Christian  Broadcasting  Co.  Inc.,  et  al. 

17877  Brownfield  Broadcasting  Corp.  et  al. 

17878  Dial  Electric  &  Engineering,  Inc. 

17879  Harkins,  Robert  G. 

17880  Rulemaking  proceedings  filed,  granted,  denied,  etc.; 
petitions  by  various  companies 

17876  Telegrams,  letter:  special  rates,  abolition 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
RULES 

Authority  delegations: 

17756  Bank  Supervision  Division  Director;  termination 

of  pending  administrative  proceedings  against 
closed  banks 


17755  General  Counsel  or  designee:  enforcement  of 
orders  to  cease-and-desist 
NOTICES 

17947  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

17948  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  insurance:  communities  eligible  for  sale; 

17781  Alabama  et  al. 

17782  Michigan  et  al.;  correction 

Flood  insurance:  special  hazard  areas: 

17782  New  York  et  al. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

17795  Arkansas 

17795  Colorado 

17796  Connecticut  et  al. 

17804  Kentucky 

17804  New  York 

17805  North  Carolina:  correction 

17808  Oregon 

17606,  Pennsylvania  (2  documents) 

17807 

17808  Virginia:  correction 
NOTICES 

Radiological  emergency;  State  plans; 

17880  Arkansas 

17881  South  Carolina 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

18011  Incremental  pricing;  alternative  fuel  price  ceilings 

for  March  1981;  hearing 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

17831  Cook  Electric  Co. 

17831  Enagenics 

17832-  Mitchell  Energy  Co.,  Inc.  (3  documents) 

17835 

17834  Mitchell  Energy  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

17835  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  et  al. 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

17837-  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (5 

17862  documents) 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
NOTICES 

17948  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 
NOTICES 

Energy  and  environmental  statements:  availability, 
etc.: 

17881  Delta  Steamship  Lines.  Inc.  and  Compania 

Peruana  deVapores;  increase  in  annual  number 
of  minimum  sailings 

17881  Georgia  Ports  Authority  and  Moller  Steamship 

Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.;  use  of  certain  paved  premise- 
within  the  Container  Central,  Garden  City  • 
Terminal,  etc. 

17948,  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents) 

17949 
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17757 
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17885 


17885 

17885 

17886 
17886 
17886 
17886 

17885 


17887 

17887 


Federal  Pay  Advisory  Committee 

NOTICES 

Continuation  of  committee:  inquiry 

Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Advisory  Committee 

NOTICES 

Meetings 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

ABC  Holding  Co. 

Banco  Cafeterc  International  Corp. 

Bovey  Financial  Corp. 

DeWitt  Bancorp,  Inc. 

Financial  Bancshares,  Inc. 

Firstmark,  Inc. 

Oak  Hill  Financial,  Inc. 

Pan  American  Bank  International 
Schmid  Brothers  Investment  Co.,  Inc. 

Seafirst  Corp. 

Suburban  Bankshares,  Inc. 

Woodland  Bancorp,  Inc. 

Bank  holding  companies:  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

Chase  Manhattan  Corp. 

Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

NOTICES 

Endangered  and  threatened  species  permit 
applications  (3  documents) 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

RULES 

Color  additives: 

Lead  acetate:  use  in  hair  coloring  Cosmetics: 
permanent  listing:  removal  of  stay  and  effective 
date  confirmed:  correction 
Food  additives: 

Hydrogen  peroxide 
Human  drugs: 

Tobramycin  ophthalmic  solution:  correction 
Organization  and  authority  delegations: 
Toxicological  Research  National  Center  Director 
et  al.:  availability  of  laboratory  animals,  etc. 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Infant  formula  quality  control  procedures: 

extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 
Aflatoxin-contaminated  com:  interstate  shipment 
and  blending,  exemption:  corrrection 
Food  additives,  petitions  filed  or  withdrawn: 
American  Cyanamid  Co. 

Coconut  Products  Corp. 

Huntington  Labs.,  Inc. 

Kay  Chemical  Co. 

Monsanto  Co. 

3MCo. 

Human  drugs: 

Single-entity  barbiturates:  class  labeling 
guideline:  correction 
Medical  devices: 

Alcon  soft  (hydrophilic)  contact  lens  thermal 
disinfection  system:  premarket  approval 
Pliagel  sterile  cleaning  solution  for  soft 
(hydrophilic)  contact  lens:  premarket  approval 


Meetings: 

17888  Chest  X-Ray  Referral  Criteria  Panel 
X-Ray  systems  variance  approvals,  etc.: 

17889  Monsanto  Industrial  Chemicals  Co. 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Enivronmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

17816  North  Fork  Cascade  River,  wild  and  scenic  river 
evaluation.  Wash.:  et  al. 

General  Services  Adminsitration 

RULES 

Procurement: 

17780  Reporting  requirements:  cancellation  of  Standard 

Forms  37  and  37 A:  temporary 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Property  management: 

17791  Travel  regulations:  transferred  Federal 

employees:  updated  and  improved  relocation 
allowances 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administration:  Health  Services 
Administration:  National  Institutes  of  Health 

Health  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings:  advisory  committees: 

17889  April 

Hearings  and  Appeais  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

17870  Decisions  and  orders 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Service 

NOTICES 

Natural  Landmarks  National  Registry;  additions, 
deletions,  etc.: 

17891  Connecticut  et  al. 

Interior  Department 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Recreation  Service;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service. 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Antidumping: 

17820  Ceramic  wall  tile  from  United  Kingdom 

17821  Diamond  tips  for  phonograph  needles  from 
United  Kingdom 

17822  Vinyl  film,  printed,  from  Brazil 
Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 
determinations: 

17819  Butter  from  Denmark 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Motor  carriers: 

17785  Household  goods  transportation;  revision  of 

operational  regulations;  correction 
Practice  and  procedure: 

17785  Attorney  registration  requirements;  elimination 


VI 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  4!8,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Contents 


17814 
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17895 

17896 
17897- 

17915 
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17922 
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17924 
17926 

17925 
17925 

17925 
17928 

17926 


17891 


17891 


17935 


17929 


17935 


17823 


PROPOSED  RULES 
Motor  carriers: 

COD  shipments,  handling  of  funds;  elimination  of 
requirements 

COD  shipments,  handling  of  funds;  withdrawal 
NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

Intercorporate  hauling  operations;  intent  to 
engage  in 

Operating  rights  applications 

Permanent  authority  applications  (7  documents] 

Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 
removals  (2  documents) 

Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 
removals;  correction 

Temporary  authority  applications;  correction 
Rail  carriers: 

Cargo  liability  study;  report  to  Congress;  inquiry 
Mountain  Pacific  territory;  class  rate  prescription; 
inquiry 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

Chicago  &  Northwestern  Transportation  Co. 
Chicago  &  North  Western  Transportation  Co. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  Standards  Administration; 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration; 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration; 
Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office. 
NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

Automotive  Moulding  Co. 

B.  F.  Goodrich  Co. 

Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.  et  al.  ' 

Chromium  Mining  &  Smelting  Corp. 

McKeown  Transportation  Co. 

Profile  Steel  &  Wire,  Inc. 

Setting  Sun  Seat  Co.  et  al. 

True  Temper  Sports,  Inc. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Baker  District  Advisory  Council 
Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

California 

Merit  Systems  Protection  Board 

NOTICES 

Senior  Executive  Service: 

Performance  Review  Board:  membership 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications; 

Peabody  Coal  Co. 

Minimum  Wage  Study  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

NOTICES 

Information  processing  standards.  Federal: 
Advanced  data  communication  control 
procedures;  correction 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

NOTICES 

Meetings; 

17991  Recombinant  DNA  Advisory  Committee 

Recombinant  DNA  molecules  research: 

17994  Actions  under  guidelines 

National  Railroad  Passenger  Corporation 

NOTICES 

17949  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Navy  Department 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

17826  Navy  Resale  &  Services  Support  Office 

(NAVRESSO),  Brooklyn,  N.Y.;  intent  to  relocate 
at  Staten  Island,  N.Y- 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

NOTICES 

Variance  applications; 

17930  Texas  Commerce  Bank,  N.A. 

17931  U.I.D.C.  of  Colorado,  Inc. 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

NOTICES 

Employee  benefit  plants:  prohibited  transaction 
exemptions: 

17931  Dakota  Steel  &  Supply  Co.  Employees  Profit- 
Sharing  Retirement  Plan 

17933  Lovell’s  Profit  Sharing  Trust 

17932  Paul  W.  Lawrence  Co.,  Inc.  Profit  Sharing  Plan 

17934  Zorn's  Poultry  Farms,  Inc.  Retirement  Plan 

Postal  Service 

RULES 

Domestic  Mail  Manual: 

17758  Rates,  fees  and  mail  classifications; 

implementation:  final  rule  and  request  for 
comments 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

RULES 

17756  Forms;  removal  of  obsolete  material  and  editorial 
changes,  etc. 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

17943  Dreyfus  Service  Corp. 

17945  Galaxy  Oil  Co. 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

17936  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

17938  Midwest  Securities  Trust  Co. 

17393  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Trade  Representative,  Office  of  United  States 

NOTICES 

17946  International  Coffee  Agreement:  regulation  and 
monitoring  of  coffee  imports  and  exports, 
implementation;  letters  to  Acting  Customs 
Commissioner 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Service. 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

NOTICES 

Contract  negotiations: 

17892  Farwell  Irrigation  District,  Farwell  Unit,  Pick- 
Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program,  Nebr. 
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17893  Uncompahgre  Project,  Colo. 

17892  Water  service  contracts,  interim;  intent  to  negotiate 
17892  Water  service  rate  policy;  Central  Valley  Project 
(CVP),  Calif.;  availability  and  inquiry;  extension  of 
time 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
18011  Regulations  implementing  alternative  fuel  price 
ceilings  for  incremental  pricing  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  3-23-81 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
17936  Design  Arts  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.,  4-13  and 
4-14-81 

17936  Literature  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.,  3-3  and  3-4-81 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY  COMMISSION 

17825  Product  Safety  Advisory  Council,  Washington, 

D.C.,  4-13  and  4-14-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

17826  DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron  Devices  (AGED), 
Working  Group  C  (Mainly  Imaging  and  Display), 
New  York,  N.Y.,  4-23-81 

17826  Department  of  Defense  Wage  Committee, 

Washington,  D.C.,  5-5,  5-12,  5-19,  and  5-26-81 

FEDERAL  PREVAIUNG  RATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
17881  Open  Committee  Meeting,  Washington,  D.C.,  4-2, 
4-9,  4-16,  4-23  and  4-30-81 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Drug  Administration — 

17888  Chest  X-Ray  referral  criteria  panel,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.,  4-1  and  4-2-81 

Health  Resources  Administration — 

17889  National  Advisory  Council  on  the  National  Health 
Service  Corps.,  Denver,  Colo.,  4-27  and  4-28-81 
National  Institutes  of  Health — 

17991  Recombinant  DNA  Advisory  Committee,  Bethesda, 
Md.,  4-23  and  4-24-81 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

17891  Baker  District  Advisory  Council,  Baker,  Oreg., 
4-29-81 

MINIMUM  WAGE  STUDY  COMMISSION 
17935  Meeting,  Washington,  D.C.,  4-8  through  4-10-81 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Census  Bureau — 

17819  Census  Advisory  Committee  on  Agriculture 

Statistics  and  Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
Population  Statistics,  Suitland,  Md.,  3-24  and 
4-10-81  respectively 

HEARINGS 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

18000  National  Energy  Plan,  4-13  through  4-17-81 
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Title  3— 

The  President 


Executive  Order  12299  of  March  17,  1981 

Presidential  Advisory  Board  on  Ambassadorial  Appointments 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  in  order  to  terminate  the  Presidential  Advisory 
Board  on  Ambassadorial  Appointments  established  on  February  5,  1977,  it  is 
hereby  ordered  that  Executive  Order  No.  11970,  as  amended,  and  Section  1- 
101(f)  of  Executive  Order  No.  12258,  as  amended,  are  revoked. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
March  17,  1981. 
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Rules  and  Regulations 

F^eral  Register 

Vol.  46,  No.  54 

Friday,  March  20,  1981 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDEFIAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
7  CFR  Ch.  XVIII 

Revision  and  Redesignation  of  Section 
502  Rural  Housing  Loan  Policies, 
Procedures,  and  Authorizations; 
Postponement  of  Effective  Date 

AGENCY:  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Postponement  of  effective  date 
of  final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  Farmers  Home 
Administration  (FmHA)  is  postponing 
the  effective  date  of  its  previously 
published  Section  502  Rural  Housing 
Loan  Program  regulations  to  allow  time 
for  review  under  Executive  Order  12291. 
DATES:  The  effective  date  of  the 
regulations  identified  below  is 
postponed  until  further  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Daryl  Grove,  Director,  Single  Family 
Housing  Loan  Division,  Single  Family 
Housing,  Farmers  Home  Administration, 
Room  5343  S,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-^295. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  19, 1981,  FmHA  published  a 
final  rule  in  the  Federal  Register  (46  FR 
4681)  to  revise  and  redesignate  its 
regulations  regarding  the  Section  502 
Rural  Housing  Loan  Program.  These 
regulations  were  to  become  effective  on 
March  20, 1981.  As  directed  by  the 
President,  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
postponed  the  effective  date  until  March 
30, 1981  (46  FR  11501).  To  allow  time  for 
the  further  review  required  of  major 
rules  under  Section  7(e)  E.0. 12291, 
FmHA  hereby  further  postpones  the 
effective  date  of  these  regulations  until 
further  notice. 


By  postponing  this  rule,  the  Agency 
continues  in  effect  all  current 
requirements  and  provisions  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  which  this  rule 
would  have  changed  or  amended. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  Department  that 
rules  relating  to  public  property,  loans, 
grants,  beneHts,  or  contracts  shall  be 
published  for  comment  notwithstanding 
the  exception  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  with 
respect  to  such  rules.  This  action  is  not 
published  for  proposed  rulemaking  since 
the  purpose  of  this  action  is  to  comply 
with  E.0. 12291  and  any  delay  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
ofHcial  making  this  determination  is 
Dwight  O.  Calhoun,  Acting 
Administrator,  telephone  (202)  447-7967. 

Dated:  March  12, 1981. 

Dwight  O.  Calhoun, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Rural 
Development. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8680  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  341IH>7-M 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

7  CFR  Part  331 

Mediterranean  Fruit  Fly;  Changing 
Methyi  Bromide  Treatment  for  Beil 
Peppers 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Plant 
Pest  Act,  this  document  amends  the 
Mediterranean  fruit  fly  emergency 
regulations  by  changing  a  methyl 
bromide  treatment  for  bell  peppers  from 
2%  hours  to  3%  hours.  This  action  is 
necessary  as  an  emergency  measure  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  artificial 
spread  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly 
into  noninfested  areas  of  the  United 
States. 

DATES:  Effective  date  of  final  rule; 
March  20, 1981.  Written  comments 
concerning  this  Hnal  rule  must  be 
received  on  or  before  May  19, 1981, 
ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to  E.  E.  Crooks,  Regulatory 
Support  Staff,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Federal  Building,  6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Room  635,  Hyattsville, 
MD  20782. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

E.  E.  Crooks,  Acting  Chief  Staff  Officer, 
Regulatory  Support  Staffi  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine,  APHIS, 
USDA,  Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest 
Road,  Room  635,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782, 
(301)  436-8247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291,  and  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  a  "major  rule.”  Also,  emergency 
circumstances  make  it  impracticable  for 
the  agency  to  follow  the  procedures  of 
Executive  Order  12291  with  respect  to 
this  Hnal  rule. 

Emergency  Action 

Harvey  L  Ford,  Deputy  Administrator 
of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  for  Plant  Protection 
and  Quarantine,  has  determined  that  an 
emergency  situation  exists  which 
warrants  publication  without 
opportunity  for  a  public  comment  period 
on  this  Hnal  action.  Due  to  the 
possibility  that  Mediterranean  fruit  fly 
could  be  spread  artificially  to 
noninfested  areas  of  the  United  States,  a 
situation  exists  requiring  immediate 
action  to  better  control  the  spread  of 
this  pest. 

Further,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  emergency  final 
action  are  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest;  and  good  cause  is 
found  for  making  this  emergency  final 
action  effective  less'than  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  document  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Comments  have  been 
solicited  for  60  days  after  publication  of 
this  document  and  a  final  document 
discussing  comments  received  and  any 
amendments  required  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Certification  Under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

Dr.  Mussman,  Administrator  of  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  has  determined  that  this  action 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  action  affects  the 
interstate  movement  of  certain  bell 
peppers  from  specified  areas  in 
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Alameda  County  and  Santa  Clara 
County  in  California.  There  are 
hundreds  of  small  entities  that  move  bell 
peppers  interstate  from  California  and 
many  more  hundreds  of  small  entities 
that  move  bell  peppers  interstate  from 
other  States.  However,  based  on 
information  submitted  by  the  California 
Department  of  Agriculture  it  has  been 
determined  that  fewer  than  5  entities 
move  bell  peppers  interstate  from  the 
specified  areas  in  Alameda  County  and 
Santa  Clara  County. 

Written  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  concerning  the 
final  rule.  Comments  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  numbers 
of  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  All 
written  comments  made  pursuant  to  this 
document  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road,  Room  635, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782.  during  regular 
hours  of  business,  8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except 
holidays,  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Background 

The  Mediterranean  fruit  fly,  Ceratitis 
capitata  Wiedeman,  is  one  of  the 
world's  most  destructive  pests  of 
numerous  fruits  and  vegetables, 
especially  citrus  fruits.  It  can  cause 
serious  economic  losses.  Heavy 
infestations  can  cause  complete  loss  of 
crops,  and  losses  of  25  to  50  percent  are 
not  uncommon.  Its  short  life  cycle 
permits  the  rapid  development  of 
serious  outbreaks. 

Because  of  infestations  of  the 
Mediterranean  fruit  fly  found  in  areas  in 
California,  emergency  Mediterranean 
fruit  fly  regulations  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  29, 1980  (45 
FR  50318-50324),  and  emergency 
amendments  to  the  regulations  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  15. 1980  (45  FR  54302-54304),  on 
September  12, 1980  (45  FR  60402-60403), 
and  on  December  12, 1980  (45  FR  81728- 
81731).  The  regulations  and  the 
amendments  thereto  became  effective 
on  the  dates  of  publication  and  are  set 
forth  in  7  CFR  331.1  through  331.1-9.  The 
regulations  restrict  the  interstate 
movement  of  regulated  articles  from 
regulated  areas  in  California  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  artificial 
spread  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly 
into  noninfested  areas. 

Section  331.1-9  of  the  regulations  (7 
CFR  331.1-9)  sets  forth  treatments  for 
certain  regulated  articles.  Under  the 
regulations  a  regulated  article  would  be 
eligible  for  interstate  movement 
pursuant  to  a  certificate  if,  among  other 
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things,  it  had  been  treated  in  accordance 
with  §  331.1-9  of  the  regulations,  and 
would  be  eligible  for  interstate 
movement  pursuant  to  a  limited  permit 
if  it  were  moving  under  certain 
conditions  for  such  treatment.  The 
treatments  are  designed  to  destroy  any 
accompanying  Mediterranean  fruit  flies. 

Prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
document,  §  331.1-9(f)  of  the  regulations 
provided  a  treatment  for  bell  peppers 
consisting  of  fumigation  with  methyl 
bromide  at  normal  atmospheric  pressure 
with  32  g/m®  for  2%  hours  at  21°C. 

(70°F.)  or  above.  The  2V2  hour  time 
period  was  in  error  and  should  have 
been  a  3*72  hour  time  period.  Based  on 
research,  it  has  been  determined  that  it 
is  necessary  to  fumigate  bell  peppers 
with  such  methyl  bromide  treatment  for 
3V2  hours  in  order  to  destroy  the  pest. 
Therefore,  the  time  period  should  be 
changed  from  2V2  hours  to  3V2  hours. 
This  change  is  necessary  as  an 
emergency  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  artificial  spread  of  the 
Mediterranean  fruit  fly  into  noninfested 
areas  of  the  United  States. 

§331.1-9  [Amended] 

Accordingly,  the  Mediterranean  fruit 
fly  emergency  regulations,  which,  as 
noted  above,  became  effective  on  July 

29. 1980,  and  were  amended  on  August 

15. 1980.  September  12. 1980,  and 
December  12, 1980  (45  FR  50318-50324, 
54302-54304,  60402-60403,  81728-81731) 
are  further  amended  by  changing  the 
time  period  for  the  treatment  of  bell 
peppers  with  methyl  bromide  in  §  331.1- 
9(n  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR  331.1-9(f)) 
from  “2V2  hours”  to  “3y2  hours”. 

(Secs.  105  and  106,  71  Stat.  32  and  33;  7  U.S.C. 
ISOdd,  150ee;  37  FR  28464.  28477,  as  amended; 
38  FR  19141) 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  17th  day  of 
March  1981. 

Harry  C.  Mussman, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

|KR  Doc.  81-fl636  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-34-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  910 

(Lemon  Regulation  297] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California-Arizona 
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lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  March  22-28, 1981. 

Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  22. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has^ieen  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  and  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classified  “not 
significant”,  and  not  a  major  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee  and  upon  other  available 
information.  It  is  hereby  found  that  this 
action  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1980-81.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  July  8. 1980.  A 
regulatory  impact  analysis  on  the 
marketing  policy  is  available  from 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief.  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS.  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202^47-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
March  17, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
lemons  deemed  advisable  to  be  handled 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  is  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
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apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

Section  910.597  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.597  Lemon  Regulation  297. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  March  22, 
1981,  through  March  28, 1981,  is 
established  at  250,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  March  18, 1981. 
p.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Sendee. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6837  Filed  3-19-81;  11:43  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  959 

Onions  Grown  in  South  Texas; 
Handiing  Regulation;  Correction 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Correction. 


summary:  This  corrects  FR  Doc.  81-7684 
published  at  page  16238  of  the  March  12, 
1981,  Federal  Register.  Under  paragraph 
(g)  Safeguards,  subparagraph  (6)  shoidd 
begin  "Make  each  shipment"  instead  of 
“Bill  each  shipment”. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  W.  Porter,  Chief,  Vegetable 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-2615. 

In  §  959.321  (46  FR  16238) 
subparagraph  (g)(6)  is  hereby  corrected 
to  read  as  follows: 

§959.321  [Corrected] 

(g)  *  ‘  * 

(6)  Make  each  shipment  directly  to  the 
applicable  processor  and  include  a  copy 
of  the  Report  of  Special  Purpose  Onion 
Shipment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  17, 1981,  to  become  effective 
March  20, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8678  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  »m| 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-M  ' 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

12  CFR  Part  303 

Applications,  Requests  and 
Submittals;  Delegation  of  Authority  To 
Discontinue  Proceedings  To  Terminate 
Deposit  Insurance  or  To  Cease-and- 
Desist 

agency:  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  FDIC  is  amending  its 
regulations  to  authorize  the  Director  of 
the  Division  of  Bank  Supervision  to 
terminate  pending  administrative 
proceedings  against  banks  which  are 
closed  while  proceedings  are  pending. 
The  delegation  of  this  authority 
eliminates  the  need  for  formal  action  by 
FDIC's  Board  of  Directors  in  each  case. 
FDIC’s  pmpose  in  adopting  this  rule  is  to 
save  time  and  other  resources  required 
for  Board  Action. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Werner  Goldman,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Legal  Division,  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  550  17th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20429  (202-389- 
4324). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Board  of  Directors  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  (the 
"Board”)  may  initiate  proceedings  for 
termination  of  deposit  insurance  of 
insured  banks  under  Section  8(a)  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (the 
“Act”)  (12  U.S.C.  1818(a)).  Under  Section 
8(b)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818(b)).  the 
Board  has  the  authority  to  order  an 
insured  nonmember  bank  to  cease-and- 
desist  from  practices  which  are  unsafe 
or  unsound,  or  from  violating  an 
applicable  law,  rule  or  regulation. 
Section  8(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818(c)) 
gives  the  Board  discretion  to  issue  a 
temporary  order  to  cease-and-desist 
where  an  insured  nonmember  bank  is 
engaged  in,  or  is  about  to  engage  in, 
unsafe  or  unsound  banking  practices. 

Since  termination  of  pending 
proceedings  under  Section  8(a),  8(b)  or 
8(c)  of  the  Act  calls  for  an  essentially 
ministerial  act  when  the  bank  is  closed, 
FDIC  will  save  time  and  other  agency 
resources  by  delegating  the  authority  to 
terminate  such  proceedings. 

This  Hnal  rule  will  have  no  effect  on 
administrative  proceedings  against  a 
bank  which  merges  with  another  bank 
while  proceedings  are  pending.  The  rule 
makes  this  explicit. 

FDIC  considered  two  alternatives  to 
this  rule.  One  of  these  was  to  include 
language  in  each  administrative  order  to 


terminate  the  order  if  the  bank  closed. 
This  approach  was  rejected  because  it 
would  preclude  FDIC  from  making  an 
independent  judgment  to  terminate 
administrative  proceedings  in  a  given 
case.  FDIC  staff  also  believes  that 
language  in  an  order  calling  for 
termination  of  proceedings  when  the 
bank  is  closed  could  make  capital 
formation  or  other  rehabilitation  more 
difficult  since  the  existence  and  material 
terms  of  Hnal  orders  must  be  disclosed 
in  stock  offerings  and  shareholders 
proxy  solicitations.  The  other 
considered  alternative  was  to  delegate 
authority  by  general  resolution.  This 
approach  was  rejected  because 
§  303.13(a)  of  Part  303  of  FDIC's  Rules 
and  Regulations  (12  CFR  303.13(a)) 
states  that  the  Board  does  not  delegate 
its  authority  except  as  provided  in  Part 
303,  (with  exceptions  for  prompt  action 
and  operational  flexibility  which  do  not 
pertain  here). 

This  regulation  affects  only  internal 
FDIC  operating  procedures.  It  does  not 
affect  the  recordkeeping,  reporting 
requirements,  or  competitive  status  of 
any  insured  bank.  Therefore,  FDIC  has 
determined  that  a  cost-benefit  analysis 
(including  a  small  bank  impact 
statement)  regarding  the  amendment  is 
unnecessary. 

In  promulgating  this  rule,  FDIC  did  not 
follow  the  requirements  of  Subsections 
b  and  d  of  Section  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (5  U.S.C.  553  (b)  and 
(d))  for  public  notice  and  comment  and 
for  deferred  effective  date,  because  this 
amendment  involves  only  internal  FDIC 
procedures  and  in  no  way  restricts  or 
otherwise  affects  existing  rights  of  the 
public. 

12  CFR  Part  303  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  303  is 
revised  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  2(5),  2(6),  2(7U)).  2(9 
“Seventh”  and  ‘Tenth”),  2(18),  2(19),  Pub.  L 
797,  64  Stat.  876.  881,  891,  893  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L  86-463,  74  Stat.  129;  sec.  2,  Pub.  L 
87-827,  76  Stat.  953;  Pub.  L  88-593,  78  StaL 
940;  Pub.  L  89-79,  79  Stat.  244;  sec.  1,  Pub.  L 
89-356;  80  Stat.  7;  sec.  12(c),  Pub.  L  89-485,  80 
Stat.  242,  sec.  3,  Pub.  L  89-597,  80  Stat.  824; 
Title  II,  secs.  201,  205,  Pub.  L  89-695,  80  Stat 
1055;  sec.  2(b).  Pub.  L  90-505,  82  Stat  856; 
secs.  6(c)(7),  (12).  (13).  Pub.  L  95-369,  92  Stat 
616-620;  Title  III,  secs.  306,  309  and  Title  VI, 
sec.  602,  Pub.  L  95-63a  92  Stat  3677,  3683  (12 
U.S.C.  1815, 1816, 1817(j).  1818, 1819  “Seventh” 
and  ’Tenth”,  1828, 1829). 

2.  Section  303.13  is  amended  by 
adding  a  subsection  (1)  as  follows: 

§  303.13  Other  delegations  of  authority. 

*  «  •  *  * 
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(1)  Termination  of  administrative  ■ 
proceedings  against  closed  banks.  The 
Board  of  Directors  has  delegated  to  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Bank 
Supervision  authority  to  discontinue 
proceedings  to  terminate  deposit 
insurance  or  to  cease-and-desist, 
including  final  orders,  brought  against  a 
bank  under  Subsection  (a),  (b),  or  (c)  of 
Section  8  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818(a),  (b),  or 
(c)],  which  are  pending  when  the  bank  is 
closed  by  a  Federal  or  State  authority. 
This  rule  does  not  delegate  authority  to 
terminate  administrative  proceedings 
against  a  bank  when  the  bank  merges. 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Dated;  March  16. 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8593  Filed  3-19-81: 8:46  ain| 

BUJJNG  CODE  6714-01-M 


12  CFR  Part  303 

Applications,  Requests  and 
Submittals;  Delegation  of  Authority  To 
Enforce  Administrative  Orders 

agency:  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  FDIC  is  amending  its 
regulations  to  authorize  its  General 
Counsel,  or  his  designee,  to  enforce  in 
United  States  District  Court  any 
effective  and  outstanding  order  to  cease- 
and-desist  issued  by  its  Board  of 
Directors.  This  final  rule  codifies 
existing  agency  practice  to  conform  with 
Part  303  of  FDIC's  Rules  and  Regulations 
regarding  delegations  of  authority.  The 
effect  of  this  regulation  is  to  eliminate 
the  need  for  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  FDIC  to  delegate  authority  to 
enforce  an  order  in  each  case. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Werner  Goldman,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Legal  Division,  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  550  17th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20429  (202-389- 
4324). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (the 
"Act”)  at  Section  8(i)  (12  U.S.C.  1818(i)) 
provides  for  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
FDIC  to  enforce  any  effective  and 
outstanding  administrative  notice  or 
order  issued  by  it  under  Section  8  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818)  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  with  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter.  Orders  which  may  be  enforced 


include  orders  to  cease-and-desist  from 
unsafe  or  unsound  practices  or  from 
violations  of  applicable  laws  or 
regulations  issued  under  Section  8(b)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818(b)).  In  addition, 
FDIC  may  issue  temporary  orders  to 
cease-and-desist  under  Section  8(c)  of 
the  Act,  and  enforce  such  orders  under 
Section  (d).  (12  U.S.C.  1818  (c)  and  (d)). 
Delegation  of  enforcement  authority  is 
necessary  in  each  case  brought  under 
Section  8(b)  or  8(c).  For  this  reason, 

FDIC  determined  to  issue  this  final  rule 
of  general  applicability  under  its 
rulemaking  powers. 

The  only  alternative  FDIC  considered 
was  to  continue  to  delegate  enforcement 
authority  in  each  case.  The  alternative 
was  rejected  because  it  does  not 
conform  with  §  303.13(a)  of  Part  303  of 
FDIC’s  Rules  and  Regulations  (12  CFR 
303.13(a))  which  states  that  the  Board  of 
Directors  does  not  delegate  its  authority 
except  by  regulation  as  provided  in  Part 
303  (with  exceptions  for  prompt  action 
and  operational  flexibility  which  do  not 
pertain  here). 

This  final  rule  affects  only  internal 
FDIC  procedures.  It  does  not  affect  the 
recordkeeping,  reporting  requirements, 
or  competitive  status  of  any  insured 
bank.  'Therefore,  a  cost-benefit  analysis 
(including  a  small  bank  impact 
statement)  regarding  the  amendment  is 
unnecessary. 

In  issuing  this  rule,  FDIC  did  not 
follow  the  requirements  of  Subsections 
b  and  d  of  Section  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (5  U.S.C.  553  (b)  and 
(d))  for  public  notice  and  comment  and 
for  deferred  effective  date,  because  the 
amendment  involves  only  internal  FDIC 
procedures  and  in  no  way  restricts  or 
otherwise  affects  existing  rights  of  the 
public. 

12  CFR  Part  303  is  amended  as 
follows; 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  303 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority;  Secs.  2(5),  2(6],  2(7(i)],  2(8 
“Seventh”  and  “Tenth”).  2(18),  2(19),  Pub.  L 
797,  64  Stat.  876,  881,  891,  893  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L  86-463,  74  Stat.  129;  sec.  2,  Pub.  L 
87-827,  76  Stat.  953;  Pub.  L  88-593,  78  Stat 
940;  Pub.  L  89-79.  79  Stat.  244;  sec.  1,  Pub.  L 
89-356;  80  Stat.  7;  sec.  12(c).  Pub.  L.  89-485,  80 
Stat.  242,  sec.  3.  Pub.  I,.  89-597,  80  Stat.  824; 
Title  n,  secs.  201,  205,  Pub.  L.  89-695,  80  Stat 
1055;  sec.  2(b),  Pub.  L.  90-505,  82  Stat.  856; 
secs.  6(c)(7),  (12),  (13).  Pub.  L  95-369,  92  Stat. 
616-620;  Title  III,  secs.  306,  309  and  Title  VI, 
sec.  602,  Pub.  L.  95-630,  92  Stat  3677,  3683  (12 
U.S.C.  1815, 1816, 1817(j).  1818, 1819  “Seventh" 
and  “Tenth",  1828, 1829). 

2.  Section  303.13  is  amended  by 
adding  a  subsection  (m)  as  follows: 


§  303. 1 3  Other  delegations  of  authority. 
***** 

(m)  Enforcement  of  Administrative 
Orders.  The  Board  of  Directors  has 
delegated  to  the  General  Counsel,  or  his 
designee,  authority  to  initiate  and 
prosecute  any  action  to  enforce  any 
effective  and  outstanding  order,  or 
temporary  order,  issued  by  the  Board 
under  Section  8(b)  or  8(c)  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1818 
(b)  or  (c)),  or  any  provision  thereof,  in 
the  appropriate  United  States  District 
Court, 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Dated;  March  16, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8594  Filed  8-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Parts  239,  249,  259,  269,  274, 
and  279 

[Release  Nos.  33-6298, 34-17623, 35-21960, 
39-615,  IC-1 1681,  and  IA-753] 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  Related  to 
Forms 

agency:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

action:  Miscellaneous  amendments  and 
editorial  changes. 

summary:  The  Commission  is  amending 
various  Parts  of  Title  17,  Chapter  II.  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  which 
list  forms  prescribed  under  the  Acts 
administered  by  it  to  remove  obsolete 
forms,  eliminate  duplications,  and  make 
certain  editorial  changes.  These 
amendments  are  administrative  in 
nature  and  are  intended  to  make  it 
easier  for  the  reader  to  identify  the 
forms  currently  in  use  and  to  indicate 
the  availability  of  the  forms. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  12,  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Room  892,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C,  20549,  (202-272-2600). 

Text  of  Amendments 

Accordingly,  17  CFR  Chapter  II  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  239^FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  SECURITIES  ACT  OF  1933 

1.  By  revising  §  239.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  239.0-1  Availability  of  forms. 

(a)  This  part  identihes  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  address  and  at  the  Commission’s 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  ofnces.) 

§§  239.507, 239.508, 239.509, 239.510, 
239.514, 239.515,  239.516,  and  239.517 
[Removed] 

2.  By  removing  Subpart  C  and 
§§  239.507,  239.508,  239.509,  239.510, 

239.514,  239.515,  239.516,  and  239.517 
thereunder. 

PART  249—FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

1.  By  revising  §  249.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  249.0-1  Availability  of  forms. 

(a)  This  part  identihes  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  address  and  at  the  Conimission’s 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  ofHces.) 

§§  249.19a,  249.19b,  249.450, 249.503, 
249.504, 249.504a,  249.504b,  249.504c, 
249.504d,  249.504e,  249.504f,  249.504g, 
249.504h,  249.5041, 249.504k,  249.5041, 
249.504m,  249.514, 249.515, 249.516, 
249.517,  and  249.819b  [Removed] 

2.  By  removing  §§  249.19a,  249.19b, 
249.450,  249.503,  249.504,  249.504a, 
249.504b,  249.504c,  249.504d,  249.504e, 
249.504f.  249.504g,  249.504h.  249.504i, 
249.504k,  249.5041,  249.504m.  249.514, 

249.515,  249.516,  249.517,  and  249.819b. 

3.  By  revising  the  heading  of  §  249.402 
as  follows: 

§  249.402  Form  2-MD,  annual  report  for 
investment  trusts  having  securities 
registered  on  forms  N-1,  N-2,  or  S-6. 

4.  By  revising  the  heading  of  Subpart  I 
to  read  as  follows: 


Subpart  I— Forms  for  Self-Regulatory 
Organization  Rule  Changes  and  Forms 
for  Registration  of  and  Reporting  by 
National  Securities  Associations  and 
Affiliated  Securities  Associations 

PART  259— FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  PUBLIC  UTILITY 
HOLDING  COMPANY  ACT  OF  1935 

1.  By  revising  §  259.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  259.0-1  Availability  of  forms. 

(a)  This  part  identifies  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  address  and  at  the  Conunission’s 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  offices.) 

§§  259.217a  and  259.217b  [Removed] 

2.  By  removing  §  §  259.217a  and 
259.217b. 

PART  269— FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  TRUST  INDENTURE  ACT 
OF  1939 

1.  By  revising  §  269.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 

§269.0-1  Availability  of  fonns. 

(a)  This  part  identifies  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Conunission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  addi-ess  and  at  Ae  Commission's 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  offices.) 

§§  269.17, 269.18, 269.19, 269.20, 269.24, 
269.25, 269.26,  and  269.27  [Removed] 

2.  By  removing  §§  269.17,  269.18, 
269.19,  269.20,  269.24,  269.25,  269.26,  and 
269.27. 


PART  274— FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  INVESTMENT  COMPANY 
ACT  OF  1940 

1.  By  revising  §  274.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  274.0-1  Availability  of  forms. 

(a)  This  part  identifies  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  address  and  at  the  Conunission’s 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  offices.) 

§§  274.207, 274.208, 274.209, 274.210, 
274.214, 274.215, 274.216, 274.217,  and 
274.218  [Removed] 

2.  By  removing  §§  274.207,  274.208, 
274.209,  274.210,  274.214,  274.215, 
274.216,  274,217,  and  274.218 

PART  279— FORMS  PRESCRIBED 
UNDER  THE  INVESTMENT  ADVISERS 
ACT  OF  1940 

1.  By  revising  §  279.0-1  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  279.0-1  Availability  of  forms. 

(a)  This  part  identifies  and  describes 
the  forms  prescribed  for  use  under  the 
Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940. 

(b)  Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
any  form  prescribed  for  use  in  this  part 
by  written  request  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  StreeL  Washington,  D.C  20549. 
Any  person  may  inspect  the  forms  at 
this  address  and  at  the  Commission's 
regional  offices.  (See  §  200.11  of  this 
chapter  for  the  addresses  of  SEC 
regional  offices.) 

Since  these  amendments  are 
administrative  in  nature,  the 
Commission  finds  that  notice  and 
comment  procedures  are  uimecessary 
and  therefore  the  amendments  may 
become  effective  immediately. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  12, 1981. 

(FR  Doc  81-8627  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  aiD| 

BIUJNO  CODE  a010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  5 

Delegations  Regarding  Certain 
Programs  and  Grants 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  amends  the  regulations 
for  delegations  of  authority  to  (1) 
provide  the  Director  of  the  National 
Center  for  Toxicological  Research  with 
a  delegation  of  authority  under  section 
301  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  and 
(2)  update  the  delegation  of  grants 
authority  to  officials  in  the  Division  of 
Contracts  and  Grants  Management. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Robert  L.  Miller,  Office  of  Management 
and  Operations  (HFA-340),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  5000  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301^3-^976. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
5.25(c)  (21  CFR  5.25(c))  is  being  amended 
as  a  result  of  a  reorganization  of  the 
Division  of  Contracts  and  Grants 
Management.  The  Gremts  Management 
Branch  has  been  retitled  the  State 
Contracts  and  Assistance  Agreements 
Branch,  and  a  Grants  and  Assistance 
Agreements  Section  was  established. 

The  delegation  of  authority  is  being 
amended  accordingly.  Section  5.25(d)  is 
added  to  authorize  the  National  Center 
for  Toxicological  Research  to  make 
available  to  educational  institutions 
laboratory  animals  which  are  not 
required  in  support  of  the  Center's 
research  programs. 

Further  redelegation  of  the  authority 
delegated  is  not  authorized.  Authority 
delegated  to  a  position  by  title  may  be 
exercised  by  a  person  officially 
designated  to  serve  in  such  position  in 
an  acting  capacity  or  on  a  temporary 
basis. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701(a),  52 
Stat.  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371(a)))  and  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (sec.  301,  58 
Stat.  691,  (42  U.S.C.  241)),  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1),  Part  5  is 
amended  in  §  5.25  by  revising  paragraph 
(c)  and  adding  new  paragraph  (d),  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  5.25  Research,  investigation,  and  testing 
programs  and  heaith  information  and 
heaith  promotion  programs. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(c)  The  Associate  and  Deputy 
Associate  Commissioner  for 
Management  and  Operations,  the 
Director  and  Deputy  Director  of  the 
Division  of  Contracts  and  Grants 
Management  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Operations,  the  Chief 
of  the  State  Contracts  and  Assistance 
Agreements  Branch,  and  the  Chief  of  the 
Grants  and  Assisteuice  Agreements 
Section  of  that  Division  and  Office  are 
authorized  to  sign  and  issue  all  notices 


of  grant  awards  and  amendments 
thereto  and  sign  and  issue  notices  of 
suspension  and  termination  thereof  for 
grants  approved  under  the  authority 
delegated  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  section. 

(d)  The  Director  of  the  National 
Center  for  Toxicological  Research  is 
authorized  under  section  301,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-622,  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  make  available  to 
educational  institutions,  for  biomedical 
and  behavioral  research,  laboratory 
animals  bred  for  research  purposes  of 
the  Center  which  are  not  required  to 
support  Center  reseetrch  programs. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  20, 1981. 

(Sec.  701(a).  52  Stat.  1055  (21  U3.C.  371(a)): 
sec.  301,  58  Stat.  691  (42  U.S.C.  241}) 

Dated:  March  6, 1981. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8232  Filed  S-lS-Sl;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Parts  73  and  81 

[Docket  No.  80N-04471 

Removal  of  Stay  of  Regulation  for  the 
Listing  of  Lead  Acetate  as  a  Color 
Additive  in  Cosmetics  That  Color  the 
Hair  on  the  Scalp;  Confirmation  of 
Effective  Date 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-7093  appearing  on  page 
15500  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  March  6, 
1981,  on  page  15502,  second  column, 
second  paragraph  under  the  paragraph 
numbered  5,  fifth  line  from  the  bottom, 
“FR  51223*  *  *"  should  read  “FR  51233 

*  '«  *tf 

BtLUNQ  CODE  1505-01-M 


21  CFR  Part  178 

[Docket  No.  79F-4)318] 

Indirect  Food  Additives:  Adjuvants, 
Production  Aids  and  Sanitizers; 
Hydrogen  Peroxide;  Availability  of 
Method 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  the 
public  availability  of  a  method  that  can 
be  used  to  measure  hydrogen  peroxide 
at  the  0.1  part  per  million  (ppm)  level  in 
distilled  water  when  it  is  used  to 
sterilize  packaging  materials  under 
simulated  use  conditions. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Carl  L  Giannetta,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW.. 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a  final 
rule  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  9. 1981  (46  FR  2341),  FDA 
announced  the  amendment  of  the  food 
additive  regulations  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  hydrogen  peroxide  as  a 
sterilizing  agent  for  polyethylene  used  in 
contact  with  food.  This  action  was  in 
response  to  a  food  additive  petition  filed 
by  Brik  Pak,  Inc.,  2775  Villa  Creek  Drive, 
Dallas,  TX  75234. 

In  response  to  a  comment  contending 
that  methods  available  to  measure  low 
levels  of  hydrogen  peroxide  obtain 
varying  results  at  high  sensitivity,  the 
agency  indicated  that  it  was 
investigating  a  number  of  methods  to 
develop  better  reliability  and  sensitivity. 
This  notice  announces  the  public 
availability  of  such  a  method. 

Copies  of  the  method  are  available  for 
review  in  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (formerly  the  Hearing  Clerk’s 
office).  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
RM.  4^2,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  9, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8219  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 

21  CFR  Part  444 

[Docket  No.  81N-00191] 

Tobramycin  Ophthalmic  Solution 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-7842,  published  at  page 
16680,  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  March  13, 
1981,  in  the  third  column  on  page  16681, 
in  the  fourth  full  paragraph,  the  effective 
date  should  read:  “Effective  date.  This 
regulation  shall  be  effective  March  13, 
1981." 

BILUNG  CODE:  1S05-01-M 


POSTAL  SERVICE 

39  CFR  Part  111 

New  Domestic  Mail  Manual 
Regulations  To  Implement  Changes  in 
Rates,  Fees  and  Classifications 

agency:  Postal  Service. 

ACTON:  Final  rule,  with  comments 
invited  for  consideration  in  future 
rulemakings. 
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summary:  As  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  12, 1981  (46  FR 
16404),  new  postal  rates,  fees  and 
classihcations  are  scheduled  to  take 
effect  on  March  22, 1981,  at  12:01  a.m. 
Implementing  regulations  for  the  rate, 
fee,  and  classification  changes  have 
been  developed  and  are  set  forth  below. 
Although  they  are  to  take  effect  on 
March  22, 1981,  comments  on  these 
regulations  are  solicited,  and  any 
proposed  changes  will  be  considered 
and  acted  upon  as  appropriate. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  22, 1981. 
Comments  Date:  Written  conunents  on 
these  implementing  regulations  should 
be  received  on  or  before  May  1, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
directed  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Mail 
Classirication,  Rates  and  Classffication 
Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20260.  Copies  of 
written  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
photocopying  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  in  Room  1640, 
475  L’Enfant  Plaza  West,  SW,, 
Washington,  D.C.  20260. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ernest  Collins  (202)  245-4353. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  new 
rates  adopted  by  the  Governors  of  the 
Postal  Service  (46  FR  16404)  included 
several  new  presortation  differentials  as 
well  as  classification  changes.  Many  of 
these  changes  require  new  implementing 
regulations  in  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual.  The  following  is  a  sununary  of 
the  changes  made  to  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual  as  a  result  of  the  rate,  fee  and 
classiHcation  changes. 

1.  The  definitions  of  Within  BMC 
(INTRA-BMCI  and  INTER-BMC  were 
added  to  section  122.7,  Postal  Zones,  to 
provide  for  the  new  parcel  post  rates 
which  apply  to  parcels  originating  and 
destinating  at  post  offices  assigned  to 
the  same  parent  Bulk  Mail  Center 
(BMC). 

2.  The  fees  for  on-site  meter  settings 
in  section  144.351b.  were  changed. 

3.  The  permit  imprint  permit 
application  fee  in  section  145.21  was 
increased. 

4.  Changes  were  made  in  section  149 
as  a  result  of  the  classification  change 
adopted  by  the  Governors  making  the 
purchase  of  insurance  with  registered 
mail  optional. 

5.  The  dead  mail  fee  in  sections 
159.53b  and  159.554  was  increased. 

6.  A  new  zone  for  Express  Mail  was 
added  to  section  211.2  to  provide  for 
pieces  traveling  up  to  150  miles. 

7.  All  Express  Mail  rates,  and  the 
Express  Mail  pickup  and  delivery 
charge,  changed.  This  required  changes 
in  Exhibit  212,  section  213  and  exhibit 


213,  section  214  and  exhibits  214A  and 
214B. 

8.  Section  296  was  added  to  provide 
for  the  purchase  of  return  receipts  for 
Express  Mail. 

9.  All  rates  and  fees  for  First-Class 
Mail  in  part  310  changed.  Included  in 
these  changes  is  the  addition  of  a  carrier 
route  presort  First-Class  rate. 

10.  A  new  section  323.2  was  added  to 
describe  carrier  route  First-Class  Mail. 

11.  The  change  in  section  341,  aimual 
presort  fee  for  First-Class  Mail, 
announced  as  a  proposed  rule  (effective 
on  an  interim  basis)  at  45  FR  84060,  is 
made  bnal.  No  comments  were  received 
regarding  this  change.  The  wording  of 
the  section  has  been  altered  slightly  due 
to  the  addition  of  the  First-Class  carrier 
route  rate. 

12.  The  surcharge  for  nonstandard 
First-Class  Mail  was  increased  in 
section  353.3. 

13.  Preparation  requirements, 
including  marking  and  sortation  for 
carrier  route  First-Class  Mail  were 
added  to  sections  362.31,  367.2,  367.3  and 
367.4. 

14.  Sections  374,  presort  verification, 
and  382,  payment  of  postage,  were 
changed  to  provide  for  the  new  carrier 
route  First-Class  rate. 

15.  Due  to  the  introduction  of  several 
new  per-piece  rate  presortation  levels 
for  second-class  mail,  and  the  merger  of 
second-class  and  controlled  circulation, 
part  410  of  chapter  4  has  been 
completely  restructured.  A  separate  rate 
chart  is  provided  for  each  rate  category 
and  type  of  authorization  in  section  411. 
The  original  entry  fee  in  section  412.1 
has  been  changed. 

16.  Section  422.6  was  added  to  include 
publications  formerly  mailed  as 
controlled  circulation  in  a  separate 
authorization  category  of  second-class 
mail.  Controlled  circulation  is  no  longer 
a  separate  class  of  mail. 

17.  Section  441.1  was  changed  to 
clarify  the  application  requirements  for 
second-class  mail  privileges  and  to  set 
forth  application  procedures  for 
controlled-circulation  type  second-class 
publications. 

18.  Section  442.1  was  changed  to 
clarify  the  procedures  for  additional 
entry  applications  and  to  include  the 
provisions  for  a  30-day  waiting  period 
for  controlled-circulation  type  second- 
class  publications  desiring  additional 
entry  points,  made  final  effective  March 
6, 1981  146  FR  10721). 

19.  Part  444  was  changed  to  clarify 
reentry  application  procedures  for  a 
change  in  title,  frequency  or  office  of 
publication  (section  444.1)  and  to 
provide  fur  changes  in  qualification 
categories  from  controlled  circulation  to 


general  (section  444.23)  and  from  general 
to  controlled  circulation  (section  444.24). 

20.  Second-Class  presort  requirements 
in  section  467.6  were  changed  to  provide 
for  new  5-digit  and  carrier  route  per- 
piece  rates  for  mailings  of  special  rate 
publications  to  destinations  outside  the 
county  of  publication,  new  carrier  route 
per  piece  rates  for  regular  rate  and 
science  of  agriculture  limited  circulation 
publications,  and  new  carrier  route  per 
piece  rates  for  in-county  copies. 

21.  Chapter  5  of  the  DMM  has  been 
entirely  deleted  due  to  the  merger  of 
second-class  and  controlled  circulation. 
All  regulations  governing  publications 
formerly  mailed  as  controlled  circulation 
are  now  found  in  chapter  4  (second- 
class). 

22.  The  single  piece  third-class  rates 
in  section  611.11  have  beea  increased, 
with  the  first  rate  increment  applicable 
to  pieces  up  to  one  ounce. 

23.  The  bulk  third  class  rates  have 
been  changed  in  section  611.2,  with 
three  levels  of  presortation  reflected  in 
the  rates,  carrier  route,  five-digit  presort 
and  basic  (required  presortation).  The 
rate  differences  between  books/catalogs 
and  all  other  bulk  third-class  matter 
have  been  eliminated.  Exhibits  611.2a 
and  611.2b  have  been  added  which 
show  the  weight  breakpoints  for 
application  of  the  minimum  per  piece 
rate. 

24.  The  rates  for  keys  and 
identification  devices  in  section  611.4 
have  been  increased. 

25.  Eligibility  and  preparation 
requirements  for  the  five-digit  presort 
level  rate  have  been  added  to  sections 
622.1,  667.4  and  672.3. 

26.  Part  626  has  been  changed  due  to 
the  combination  of  books/catalogs  and 
all  other  third-class  matter. 

27.  Part  652  has  been  changed  to 
increase  the  surcharge  on  nonstandard 
third-class  mail,  and  to  make  it 
applicable  only  to  pieces  weighing  one 
oimce  or  less. 

28.  All  of  the  fourth-class  rates  in  part 
711  have  changed.  The  parcel  post  rates 
in  section  711.1  are  shown  in  three 
separate  rate  charts  due  to  the 
introduction  of  the  intra-BMC  discount 
and  the  nonmachinable  surcharge. 

29.  Section  722.1  was  changed  by 
adding  Exhibit  722.1  to  show  the  ZIP 
Code  areas  served  by  bulk  mail  centers 
(BMCs). 

30.  Section  724.223  was  changed  to 
reduce  the  number  of  pieces  required  for 
special  fourth-class  presort  level  B  rates 
to  500  pieces. 

31.  Part  753  was  added  to  provide  for 
the  nonmachinable  surcharge  for  inter- 
BMC  parcels. 
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32.  Section  911  was  changed  to  make 
the  purchase  of  insurance  with 
registered  mail  optional.  All  fees  for 
registered  mail  changed. 

33.  The  fees  for  certified  mail  in 
section  912.3  changed. 

34.  The  fees  for  insuring  mail  in 
section  913.21  were  increased.  The 
insurance  limit  for  unnumbered  insured 
articles  increased  from  $15  to  $20, 
requiring  changes  in  913.21,  913.43, 

913.44,  913.46  and  913.51. 

35.  Fees  for  collect  on  delivery  (COD) 
in  section  914.21  were  increased. 

36.  Special  delivery  fees  in  section 
915.41  and  special  handling  fees  in 
section  916.2  were  increased. 

37.  Changes  were  made  in  section  917 
for  business  reply,  918  for  parcel  airlift 
(PAL)  and  919  for  merchandise  return, 
due  to  fee  increases. 

38.  The  fees  for  certificates  of  mailing 
in  section  931.2  were  increased. 

39.  Sections  932.1  and  932.32  have 
changed  to  include  the  provision  for 
return  receipts  for  Express  Mail  and  the 
increase  in  the  insurance  limit  for 
unnumbered  insured  articles.  The  fees 
for  return  receipts  were  increased  in 

I  section  932.2. 

40.  The  fee  for  restricted  delivery 
increased  in  section  933.2.  Provision  was 
made  for  the  increase  in  the  insurance 
limit  for  unnumbered  insured  articles  in 
section  933.1. 

41.  In  section  941.1,  the  fees  for  money 
orders  were  increased  and  the  maximum 
amount  of  money  orders  was  raised 
from  $400  to  $500. 


42.  In  part  945  the  fees  for  correction 
of  mailing  lists  (945.1)  furnishing  address 
changes  to  election  boards  and 
registration  commissions  (945.2),  and 
ZIP  Coding  of  mailing  lists  (945.5)  were 
changed). 

43.  In  part  951,  the  lockbox  fee 
schedule  was  revised  to  eliminate 
subgroups,  show  fee  increases,  and 
simplify  the  fee  schedule  by  separating 
rental  fee  information  and  lockbox  size 
standards  into  separate  sections.  Croup 
3  fees  are  now  based  on  annual,  rather 
than  semiannual  periods. 

44.  The  caller  service  fee  in  section 
952.222  has  been  increased. 

45.  Changes  have  been  made  in 
section  951.23  for  lockboxes  and  section 
952.221  for  caller  service  to  eliminate  the 
requirement  for  retroactive  adjustment 
for  fee  increases. 

Although  exempt  from  the 
requirements  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553  (b),  (c)) 
regarding  proposed  rulemaking  by  39 
U.S.C.  410(a),  the  Postal  Service 
ordinarily  invites  comment  from  the 
public  whenever  it  proposes  a  new  or 
amended  regulation,  such  as  those  set 
forth  below,  which  might  have  a 
substantive  effect  on  the  public.  In  this 
case,  however,  publishing  these  rules  as 
proposals,  with  a  comment  period  of  30 
days,  would  delay  implementation  of 
many  of  the  changes  adopted  by  the 
Governors  and  ordered  implemented  on 
March  22, 1981,  by  the  Board  of 
Governors.  This  would  particularly 
disadvantage  mailers  desiring  to  take 
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advantage  of  changes  such  as 
presortation  discounts  for  various 
classes  of  mail.  Moreover,  the 
Governors  decision  followed  ten  months 
of  on-the-record  hearings  at  the  Postal 
Rate  Commission  (Docket  No.  R80-1; 
see  39  U.S.C.  3624). 

Accordingly,  the  Postal  Service  Finds 
it  unnecessary  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  follow  its  customary 
practice  of  publishing  these  rules  as 
proposed  rules  for  comment  before  they 
become  effective.  See  5  U.S.C.  553(d). 
However,  we  reiterate  that  comments 
are  welcomed  on  the  published  rules, 
and  that  any  proposed  changes  will  be 
considered  and  acted  upon  as 
appropriate. 

A  transmittal  letter  making  these 
changes  in  the  pages  of  the  Domestic 
Mail  Manual  will  be  published  and  will 
be  transmitted  to  subscribers 
automatically.  These  changes  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
provided  in  39  CFR  111.3. 

(39  U.S.C.  401(2),  404(a)(2)  3621,  3625,  3626, 
3641) 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

A  3sociate  General  Counsel,  Office  of  General 
Law  and  Administration. 

In  view  of  the  considerations 
discussed  above,  the  Postal  Service 
hereby  adopts  the  following  revisions  to 
the  Domestic  Mail  Manual  which  is 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the  Federal 
Register.  See  39  CFR  111.1. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-4-FRL  1777-61 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
implementation  Plans;  Georgia: 
Complete  Approval  of  Georgia’s 
Particulate  Part  D  Plan  Revision 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency, 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  today  aimounces  full 
approval  of  the  revisions  which  the 
State  of  Georgia  submitted  pursuant  to 
Part  D  of  Title  I  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

The  revisions  represent  an  approvable 
plan  for  achieving  the  particulate 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  in  the  Atlanta  and  Savannah 
nonattainment  areas.  EPA  gave 
conditional  approval  of  the  revisions  on 
September  18, 1979  (44  FR  54047).  Under 
the  terms  of  the  conditional  approval, 
the  State  was  required  to  correct 
deficiencies  in  the  revisions  by  February 

15. 1980.  Specifically,  by  that  date  the 
State  was  to: 

a.  Inspect  all  sources  which  may 
impact  the  particulate  nonattainment 
areas  in  Atlanta  and  Savannah; 

b.  Submit  to  EPA  a  report  of  their 
inspections  describing  the  existing 
controls. 

c.  Prescribe  in  the  industries’  permits 
a  schedule  for  implementing  RACT. 

These  conditions  were  met  by  the 
State,  and  on  September  4, 1980  (45  FR 
58598),  EPA  proposed  full  approval  of 
Georgia’s  total  suspended  particulate 
(TSP)  nonattainment  plan  revisions.  The 
September  4, 1980,  notice  solicited 
comments  on  the  revisions.  The 
comment  period  ended  on  October  6, 
1980,  and  no  comments  were  received. 
Therefore,  EPA  is  today  fully  approving 
Georgia’s  TSP  nonattainment  plans. 
DATE:  These  actions  are  effective  April 

20. 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  materials 
submitted  by  the  State  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Library  Systems  Branch, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460. 

Library,  EPA,  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365. 
Georgia  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Environmental  Protection 
Division,  270  Washington  Street  SW., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30334. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Melvin  RusselL  EPA  Region  IV,  Air 
Programs  Branch,  345  Courtland  Street 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365, 404/881- 
3286  or  FTS  257-3286. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

Background 

In  the  May  9, 1979,  Federal  Register 
(44  FR  27134)  EPA  proposed  approval  of 
the  Georgia  revisions  for  the  following 
designated  total  suspended  particulate 
nonattainment  areas: 

A.  That  portion  of  Fulton  County 
within  the  northwest  section  of  Atlanta 
(primary  and  secondary  standards). 

B.  That  portion  of  Chatham  County 
within  the  north  central  section  of 
Savannah  (primary  and  secondary 
standards). 

C.  That  portion  of  the  northern  part  of 
Walker  County  which  includes  Rossville 
(primary  and  secondary  standards). 

D.  That  portion  of  Washington  County 
within  the  southern  section  of 
Sandersville  (secondary  standards). 

In  the  September  18, 1979,  Feder^ 
Register  (44  FR  54047)  EPA  conditionally 
approved  Georgia’s  TSP  nonattainment 
plans  for  Atlanta  (Fulton  County)  and 
Savannah  (Chatham  County).  Also,  EPA 
approved  the  State’s  TSP  plan  for 
Rossville  (Walker  County),  and  stated 
EPA’s  policy  on  redesignation  as  it 
would  apply  to  the  Sandersville 
(Washington  County)  nonattainment 
area.  Therein,  EPA  also  granted  18- 
month  extensions  (to  July  1980)  for 
submittal  of  the  nonattainment  plans  for 
attaining  the  TSP  secondary  standard  in 
Atlanta,  Savarmah  and  Rossville.  On 
December  6, 1979  (44  FR  70143),  EPA 
redesignated  Sandersville  as  attainment 
for  total  suspended  particulate  (TSP)  in 
accordance  with  Agency  policy. 
Therefore,  Atlanta  and  Savannah 
remained  as  the  only  "TSP  areas  with 
deficient  nonattainment  plans. 

The  State  has  met  the  conditions 
stated  in  the  Summary  section  of  this 
preamble.  On  December  27, 1979,  the 
State  submitted  to  EPA  part  of  the 
necessary  corrective  material.  EPA 
reviewed  the  material  and  presented 
comments  at  the  subsequent  public 
hearing  held  on  January  31. 1980.  The 
remainder  of  the  material  necessary  to 
correct  the  deHciencies  was  submitted 
to  EPA  on  April  8, 1980. 

The  April  8, 1980  submittal  was 
reviewed  and  determined  adequate  to 
complete  the  State’s  correction  of  all 
deHciencies. 

Action 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  EPA  hereby 
fully  approves  Georgia’s  total  suspended 


particulate  revisions.  With  approval  of 
these  revisions,  Georgia  has  now  met  all 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
AcL  for  all  applicable  criteria  pollutants. 
These  actions  are  effective  April  20, 

1981. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  EPA’s 
approval  of  Georgia’s  TSP  plan  is 
available  only  by  the  tiling  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit  on  or 
before  May  19. 1981.  Under  Section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

Note. — The  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  has  exempted  this  regulation  from  the 
OMB  review  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
12291  pursuant  to  Section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

(Secs.  110  and  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  7410  and  7502)) 

Dated:  March  12, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
Georgia  was  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  1. 1980. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  L— Georgia 

1.  In  §  52.570,  paragraph  (c)(17)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.570  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 
***** 

(17)  1979  Implementation  plan 
revisions  for  nonattainment  areas  for 
ozone,  total  suspended  particulates,  and 
carbon  monoxide,  submitted  on  January 
17,  March  9, 16,  20,  June  29,  December 
27, 1979  and  April  8, 1980,  by  the 
Georgia  Department  of  Natural 
Resources. 

§  52.573  [Removedl 

2.  Section  52.573  Control  strategy: 
particulate  matter,  is  removed. 

IFH  Doc.  8I-«609  Filed  3-1«-n:  8:45  am| 
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40  CFR  Part  52 
[A-7-FRL  1776-51 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Iowa 
State  Implementation  Pian  for  Lead 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

summary:  As  required  by  Section  110  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  and  the  October  5, 

1978  (43  FR  46246)  promulgation  of  a 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
for  lead,  the  State  of  Iowa  has  submitted 
for  approval  to  EPA  a  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  lead.  The 
lead  SIP  provides  for  the  attainment  of 
the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards  (NAAQS)  for  lead  in  all  areas 
of  State  by  October  31. 1982.  A  notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (PRM)  on  this 
action  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  November  21, 1980  (45  FR  77052).  The 
PRM  contained  a  discussion  of  the  basis 
for  the  proposed  action.  The  present 
action  is  a  final  rulemaking  which 
approves  the  Iowa  lead  SIP  and  amends 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  at 
Sections  52.820  and  52.827  for  Iowa. 
DATE:  This  approval  is  effective  April  20. 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  State 
submission,  the  public  hearing  minutes, 
the  PRM,  and  the  technical  support 
memo  which  explains  the  rationale  for 
EPA’s  approval  of  the  Iowa  lead  SIP  are 
available  for  public  review  at  the 
following  locations: 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  VII,  Air,  Noise  and  Radiation 
Branch,  324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  2922,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460 
The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  Room 
8401, 1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460 

Iowa  Department  of  Environmental 
Quality,  Henry  A.  Wallace  Building, 
900  East  Grand,  Des  Moines.  Iowa 
50319 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ken  Greer  at  (816)  374-3791  or  (FTS) 
758-3791. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

1.  Background 

On  October  5, 1978,  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  for 
lead  were  promulgated  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
(43  FR  46246).  Both  the  primary  and 
secondary  standards  were  set  at  a  level 
of  1.5  micrograms  lead  per  cubic  meter 
of  air  (/ig  lead/m^.  averaged  over  a 


calendar  quarter.  As  required  by  section 
110(a)(1)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (the  Act), 
within  nine  months  after  promulgation 
of  a  NAAQS  each  State  is  required  to 
submit  a  State  implementation  plan 
(SIP)  which  provides  for  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  primary  and 
secondary  NAAQS  within  the  State.  The 
State  of  Iowa  has  developed  and 
submitted  a  SIP  for  the  attainment  of  the 
lead  NAAQS.  The  SIP  shows  that  all 
areas  of  the  State  of  Iowa  are  presently, 
and  will  remain,  in  attainment  of  the 
lead  NAAQS. 

II.  Description  of  Previous  Actions 
Concerning  Iowa  Lead  SIP 

A.  Basic  Requirements 

The  basic  requirements  for  a  SIP  in 
general  are  outlined  in  Section  110(a)(2) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  EPA 
regulations  at  40  CFR  Part  51,  Subpart  B. 
These  provisions  require  the  submission 
of  air  quality  data,  emission  inventory 
data,  air  quality  modeling,  a  control 
strategy,  a  demonstration  that  the 
NAAQS  will  be  attained  within  the  time 
frame  specified  in  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
and  provisions  for  ensuring  maintenance 
of  the  NAAQS.  Specific  requirements  for 
developing  a  SIP  for  lead  are  outlined  in 
40  CFR  Part  51,  Subpart  E. 

B.  Description  of  SIP  and  PRM 

A  description  of  the  Iowa  lead  SIP 
was  discussed  in  the  PRM  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  21, 
1980  (45  FR  77052).  Also,  a  discussion 
was  presented  in  the  PRM  of  the 
adequacy  of  the  SIP  submission,  and  a 
description  of  EPA’s  proposed  actions. 
Except  for  minor  deficiencies,  the  SIP 
met  all  of  the  EPA  requirements  for  an 
approvable  lead  SIP.  As  explained  in  the 
PRM,  the  minor  deficiencies  were:  (1) 

The  Iowa  SIP  listed  an  attainment  date 
in  1983.  The  attainment  date  should  be 
October  31, 1982.  EPA  requested  that 
Iowa  submit  to  EPA  a  correction.  (2)  The 
Iowa  SIP  did  not  provide  for  review  of 
new  sources  of  lead  locating  in  Iowa 
consistent  with  EPA  guidance.  The  SIP 
did  not  demonstrate  that  all  new 
sources  of  lead  with  potential  lead 
emissions  of  5  tons  per  year  or  more 
would  be  reviewed  by  the  State  before 
construction:  nor  did  the  SIP 
demonstrate  that  the  permit  review 
procedure  would  allow  the  public  30 
days  to  review  the  State’s  proposed 
actions  before  the  final  approval/ 
disapproval  of  new  lead  source  permits. 
EPA  requested  that  the  State  submit 
clarifying  information  to  EPA.  (3)  The 
SIP  states  that  most  of  the  State  ambient 
air  sampling  sites  do  not  meet  the 
currently  proposed  EPA  siting  criteria 
for  lead  ambient  air  monitoring  (October 


10. 1980—45  FR  67564).  EPA  requested 
that  the  State  revise  its  lead  monitoring 
system  to  conform  to  the  lead  ambient 
air  monitoring  siting  criteria,  and  submit 
confirmation  that  the  revisions  have^ 
been  made  to  EPA  within  nine  months 
of  the  date  that  the  final  siting  criteria 
rules  for  lead  ambient  air  monitoring  are 
published.  (4)  The  SIP  indicates  that 
problems  were  encountered  in  the 
modeling  of  the  two  lead-acid  battery 
plants  in  Iowa,  and  discrepancies  were 
encountered  between  EPA  emission 
factors  and  State  stack-test  information 
obtained  at  one  of  the  lead-acid  battery 
plants.  The  State  committed  in  the  SIP  to 
do  further  modeling  and  additional 
monitoring  around  the  lead-acid  battery 
plants. 

C.  Information  Submitted  by  Iowa 

The  State  of  Iowa  submitted  a  letter  to 
EPA  on  January  19, 1981  that  provided 
information  which  corrected  most  of  the 
minor  deficiencies  of  the  Iowa  lead  SIP. 
The  State  has  submitted  a  change  page 
for  the  SIP  which  correctly  states  that 
the  attainment  date  for  the  lead  NAAQS 
is  October  31, 1982.  The  State  also 
submitted  information  which  clarifies 
the  State’s  process  of  reviewing  new 
lead  source  permits.  The  State  explained 
that  its  recently  revised  review 
procedures  for  new  air  pollution  sources 
authorize  State  review  of  ail  new  lead 
sources  of  5  tons  lead  emissions  per 
year  or  greater,  and  allow  for  30  days  of 
public  review  of  the  State’s  actions  on 
new  lead  source  permits.  The  State  is 
also  in  the  process  of  revising  its  lead 
ambient  air  monitoring  system  to 
comply  with  EPA’s  siting  criteria  for 
lead  monitoring.  In  addition,  the  State  is 
in  the  process  of  doing  additional 
modeling  and  monitoring  around  the 
lead-acid  battery  plants  in  the  State,  and 
a  contract  to  do  additional  stack  testing 
at  one  of  these  battery  plants  has  been 
initiated. 

III.  Public  Comments 

No  public  comments  were  received  by 
EPA  during  the  60-day  public  comment 
period. 

EPA 's  Actions 

EPA  approves  all  parts  except  one  of 
the  Iowa  lead  SIP  as  adequate  to  attain 
and  maintain  the  lead  NAAQS  in  the 
State  of  Iowa.  EPA  takes  no  action  at 
the  present  time  on  the  section  of  the 
Iowa  lead  SIP  which  deals  with  review 
of  permits  for  new  sources  of  lead.  As 
previously  mentioned,  Iowa  has  recently 
revised  its  procedures  concerning 
review  of  permits  for  new  air  pollution 
sources.  The  State  has  provided 
assurances  to  EPA  in  a  January  19. 1981 
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letter  that  all  new  sources  of  lead  with 
potential  lead  emissions  of  5  tons  per 
year  or  more  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
State  before  construction.  The  State  also 
assured  EPA  that  the  permit  review 
procedure  will  allow  the  public  30  days 
to  review  the  State’s  proposed  actions 
before  the  final  approval/disapproval  of 
new  lead  source  permits.  Since  EPA  has 
not  taken  Hnal  action  on  approving/ 
disapproving  Iowa’s  recently  revised 
procedures  concerning  review  of  permits 
for  new  air  pollution  sources,  EPA  takes 
no  action  in  this  rulemaking  concerning 
the  issue  of  adequacy  of  Iowa’s  permit 
review  procedures  for  new  sources  of 
lead.  EPA’s  rulemaking  on  Iowa’s  new 
source  review  procedures  and  the 
adequacy  of  the  review  procedures 
concerning  new  lead  sources  will  be 
published  in  the  next  few  months. 

Another  EPA  action  is  possible  in  the 
future  concerning  the  Iowa  lead  SIP.  If 
additional  monitoring  or  modeling 
around  the  lead-acid  battery  plants  in 
the  State  show  exceedances  of  the  lead 
NAAQS,  the  EPA  will  require  the  state 
to  revise  its  lead  SIP  to  bring  the  area 
into  attainment  of  the  lead  NAAQS. 

The  Administrator’s  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  Iowa  lead  SIP 
was  based  on  the  information  received 
from  the  State  and  on  a  determination 
whether  the  SIP  meets  the  requirements 
of  Section  110(a)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
State  Implementation  Plans. 

Note. — ^The  Oince  of  Mun<igeinent  and 
Budget  has  exempted  this  regulation  from  the 
OMB  review  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
12291  pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 

Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State 
of  Iowa  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
1, 1980. 

(Sec.  110  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as 
amended  (45  U.S.C.  7410)  and  7601(a)) 

Dated;  March  12, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Title  40,  Part  52,  Subpart  Q — Iowa,  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  to  include  the  following: 

(1)  Section  52.820  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)(31)  and  (c)(36)  as 
follows: 

§  52.820  Identification  of  plan. 

ir  «r  *  4c  * 

(c)  *  *  * 

(31)  The  State  of  Iowa  Lead  State 
Implementation  Plan  was  submitted  on 
August  19, 1980  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality. 

*  *  4t  «  « 


(36)  A  letter  was  submitted  dated 
January  19, 1981  by  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality 
which  provided  additional  information 
concerning  the  Iowa  Lead  State 
Implementation  Plan. 

(2)  Section  52.827  is  amended  by 
adding  the  pollutant  “Lead”  In  a  new 
column  with  the  letter  “g"  in  each  row 
and  with  the  footnote  “g”  inserted  in 
proper  order  below  the  table  as  follows: 


§  52.827  Attainment  dates  for  National 
Standards. 


'  PoUutant 

Air  quality  control  region - 

*  *  *  Lead 


Metropolitan  OmahaCouncS  Bluffs  Inter¬ 
state: 

a.  Council  Bluffs . g. 

b.  Remainder  of  AQCR .  g. 

Metropolitan  Sioux  Falls  Interstate . g. 

Metropolitan  Sioux  City  Interstate: 

a.  Sioux  City .  g 

b.  Remainder  of  AQCR . .  g 

Metropolitan  Dubuque  Interstate: 

a.  Oubuque . g. 

b.  Remainder  of  AQCR . g 

Metropolitan  Quad  Cities  Interstate: 

a.  Daveport . . . . . —  g 

b.  Clinton . g 

c.  Muscatirre - - g 

d.  Remainder  of  AQCR . . g. 

BurlingtotvKeoKuk  Interstate: 

a.  Keokuk . g. 

b.  Remainder  of  AQCR .  g. 

Northwest  Iowa  Intrastate: . 

North  Central  Iowa  Intrastate: 

a.  Fort  Dodge..  g 

b.  Mason  Qty ..  g. 

Remaittder  of  AQCR .  g 

Northeast  Iowa  Intrastate: 

a.  Cedar  Rapids .  g. 

b.  Waterloo .  g. 

c.  Remainder  of  AQCR  g 

Southwest  Iowa  Intrastate.,  g. 

South  Cerrtral  Iowa  Intrastate: 

a.  Des  Moines .  g 

b.  Marshalltown . g 

c.  Remainder  of  AQCR . g 

Southeast  Iowa  Intrastate . g. 


g.  October  31, 1982. 

***** 

|FR  Doc.  81-6611  Filed  3-19-81: 8:43  am) 
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40  CFR  Part  52 

IA-2-FRL  1783-5] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  New  Jersey 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule  related  notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA,  under  the  provisions  of 
a  federal  regulation  promulgated  at  40 
CFR  52.1601(b),  requires  the  State  of 
New  Jersey  to  submit  a  copy  of  the 
permit  application  for  specific  coal 
conversions,  together  with  an  air  quality 


analysis  employing  methodology 
acceptable  to  EPA.  On  January  30, 1981 
the  New  Jersey  Department  of 
Environmental  Protection  submitted  a 
permit  and  an  air  quality  analysis  for 
the  conversion  from  oil  to  coal  at  unit  7 
of  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 
Company’s  Burlington  generating  station 
located  in  Burlington,  New  Jersey.  EPA 
has  reviewed  the  impact  of  the  proposed 
conversion  and  determined  on  Ae  basis 
of  the  air  quality  modeling  results  that 
the  proposed  coal  conversion  will  not 
interfere  with  the  attainment  or 
maintenance  of  air  quality  standards 
and  will  not  cause  any  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD) 
increment  to  be  exceeded. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  S.  Baker,  Chief,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  11,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Rm. 
1005,  New  York,  New  Yoik  10278,  (212) 
264-2517. 

Note. — ^The  OfHce  of  Management  and 
Budget  has  exempted  this  regulation  from  the 
OMB  review  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
12291  pursuant  to  Section  8(b)  of  that  Order. 
(Secs.  110  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  7410,  7601)) 

Dated:  March  6, 1981. 

Charles  S.  Warren, 

Regional  Administrator,  En  vironmental 
Protection  Agency. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8608  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 
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40  CFR  Part  162 

(AS  FRL  1781-1] 

Deferral  of  Effective  Dates;  Correction 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  deferral  of  effective 
dates;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the 
Federal  Register  notice  of  February  12, 
1981  (46  FR 11972J  and  corrects  the 
effective  date  of  certain  EPA  regulations 
issued  pursuant  to  FIFRA  to  reflect  a 
statutory  provision  allowing  a  specified 
time  period  for  a  Congressional 
Resolution  of  disapproval.  'The  listed 
FIFRA  regulations  will  not  take  effect 
until  a  notice  announcing  a  speciFic 
effective  date  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Faith  Halter,  Special  Assistant  to  the 
General  Counsel,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  202-755-0709. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

1978  amendments  to  the  Federal 
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Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Roden ticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  Congress  added  a  new 
provision  (section  25(a)(4))  requiring 
transmittal  of  final  rules  to  Congress  for 
a  specified  period  to  provide  an 
opportunity  for  adoption  of  a  concurrent 
resolution  disapproving  the  rules.  Under 
this  provision,  any  final  rule  issued 
under  FIFRA  will  have  its  effective  date 
deferred  until  the  rule  has  been  before 
Congress  for  60  days  of  continuous 
session.  If,  during  this  60-day  waiting 
period,  certain  steps  are  taken  to  adopt 
a  resolution  of  disapproval,  the  waiting 
period  is  extended  by  a  further  30  days 
of  continuous  session.  Unless  both 
Houses  of  Congress  adopt  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  disapproval  within  the 
allocated  90  days,  the  rule  becomes 
effective. 


On  February  12, 1981,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
published  a  notice  deferring  until  March 
30, 1981  the  effective  dates  of  certain 
EPA  regulations,  including  under  FIFRA 
a  final  rule  on  the  restricted  use 
classification  of  uses  of  active  pesticide 
ingredients,  and  a  final  rule  on  the  State 
registrations  of  pesticides  to  meet  local 
needs.  This  deferral  was  based  on  the 
January  29, 1981  Executive  Order 
postponing  pending  regulations  for  60 
days.  The  February  12, 1981  Federal 
Register  notice  listed  March  30, 1981  as 
the  new  effective  date  for  these 
regulations.  The  Agency  also  issued  a 
Federal  Register  notice  on  February  24, 
1981  (46  FR  13691)  correcting  an  error  in 
the  CFR  part  affected  by  the  regulation 
dealing  with  State  registrations. 


This  notice  corrects  the  March  30, 

1981  effective  date  to  take  into  account, 
among  other  things,  the  time  period 
allowed  for  a  Congressional  Resolution 
of  disapproval.  This  correction  is 
necessary  because  the  60  (or  90,  if 
appropriate)  days  of  continuous  session 
are  expected  to  extend  beyond  the 
March  30, 1981  date.  The  new  effective 
date  of  the  regulations  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  at  a  time  not 
earlier  than  the  conclusion  of  the  time 
period  allowed  for  a  Congressional 
Resolution  of  disapproval. 

The  February  12, 1981  and  February 
24, 1981  listings  for  these  two  rules  are 
therefore  corrected  to  read: 


CFR  part  alfected 


Sul^ect  matter 


Old  effective  date 


New  effective  date 


40  CFR  162.3f _  46  FR  5696  (l/19/0t) _ 


40  CFR  162  150— 162.156 _ 46  FR  2006  (1/7/81)._ 


Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide  arid 
Rodentictde  Acl  Classification  of 
Uses  of  Active  Ingredients  lor  Re¬ 
stricted  Use. 


No  sooner  than  60  calendar  days  of 
continuous  session  of  cunent  Con¬ 
gress  from  date  of  promulgation 
(3/20/81). 


Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide  and 
Rotenlicide  Act.  State  Registration 
of  Pesticides  to  Meet  Local  Needs. 


No  sooner  than  60  calendar  days  of 
continuous  session  of  current  Corv 
gress  from  date  of  promulgation 
(3/9/81). 


Not  earlier  than  the  conclusion  of  the  time  period 
allowed  for  a  Congressional  Resolution  of  dis¬ 
approval.  The  regulation  will  not  take  effect  until 
a  specific  effective  date  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Reoister.  In  no  event  will  this  regula¬ 
tion  take  effect  prior  to  March  30.  1981. 

Not  earlier  than  the  conclusion  of  the  time  period 
allowed  for  a  Congressional  Resolution  of  dis¬ 
approval.  The  regulation  will  not  take  effect  until 
a  specific  effective  date  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  In  no  event  will  this  regula¬ 
tion  take  effect  prior  to  March  30,  1981. 


Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-  8604,  Filed  3-19-81;  8:46  ain| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-36-M 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Ch.  1 

[FPR  Temp.  Reg.  58] 

Standard  Forms  37  and  37-A 
Submission  Requirements 

AGENCY:  General  Services 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Temporary  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  deletes  the  SF 
37  and  SF  37-A  and  their  reporting 
requirements  from  the  FPR.  This 
deletion  was  requested  by  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy.  The 
intended  effect  is  to  reduce  procurement 
reporting  burdens  on  Executive 
agencies. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1980. 
EXPIRATION  date:  October  1, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Philip  G.  Read,  Director,  Federal 
Procurement  Regulations  Directorate 
(VR).  Office  of  Acquisition  Policy,  703- 
557-8947. 


(Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat  390  (40  U.S.C.  486(c))) 

In  41  CFR  Chapter  1,  the  following 
temporary  regulation  is  listed  in  the 
appendix  at  the  end  of  the  chapter. 

[Federal  Procurement  Regs.:  Temporary  Reg. 
58] 

Standard  Forms  37  and  37-A  submission 
requirements 

February  23, 1981. 

1.  Purpose.  This  temporary  regulation 
deletes  the  Standard  Forms  37  and  37-A 
and  their  reporting  requirements  from 
the  Federal  Procurement  Regulations.* 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  October  1, 1980. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation 
expires  on  October  1, 1982. 

4.  Background,  a.  The  Federal 
Procurement  Data  System  (FPDS),  a 
system  developed  by  the  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP), 
became  operational  in  fiscal  year  1979. 
Much  of  the  information  provided  by 
Standard  Forms  37  and  37-A,  which 
provide  data  on  procurement  by 
executive  agencies,  duplicates  the  data 
provided  by  the  FPDS.  However,  use  of 
SF  37  and  SF  37-A  has  been  continued 
pending  a  determination  that  the  FPDS 
is  sufficiently  reliable. 

b.  The  SF  37  report  was  adopted  as  a 
result  of  a  request  from  President 
Truman  that  GSA  collect  data  from 
civilian  executive  agencies  regarding 


awards  to  small  business  concern^.  In 
later  years  other  data  requirements 
were  added.  SF  37-A  was  added  in  1977, 
at  the  request  of  OFPP,  in  order  to 
provide  an  interim  Govemment-vyide 
procurement  data  system. 

c.  The  FPDS  is  now  deemed  to  be 
functioning  satisfactorily.  Both  the 
Federal  Procurement  Data  Center  and 
the  reporting  agencies  have  had 
sufficient  experience  with  the  new 
system  to  place  full  reliance  on  it  in 
fiscal  year  1981.  Consequently,  OFPP 
has  requested  that  SF  37  and  SF  37-A 
and  their  reporting  requirements  be 
deleted  from  the  Federal  Procurement 
Regulations. 

5.  Explanation  of  changes,  a.  The 
following  sections  are  deleted  and 
reserved. 

§  1-1.709 
§  1-1.807 
§  l-1.1302(a)(9) 

§  1-16.804-1 
§  1-16.804-2 
§  1-16.804-3 
§  1-16.804-4 
§  1-16.804-6 
§  1-16.901-37 
§  1-16.901-37A 

b.  This  change  does  not  affect  the 
status  of  the  Optional  Form  61, 
Subcontracting  Program — Quarterly 
Report  of  Participating  Large  Company 
on  Subcontracting  Commitments. 
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6.  Cancellations.  Standard  Forms  37 
and  37-A,  and  Interagency  Report 
Control  No.  1118-GSA-SA,  are 
canceled. 

7.  Agency  action.  Cancellation  of 
Standard  Forms  37  and  37-A,  effective 
October  1, 1980,  eliminates  the  need  for 
agencies  to  collect  and  submit  data  in 
fiscal  year  1981.  However,  agencies  will 
be  expected  to  complete  the  submission 
of  data  for  fiscal  year  1980. 

Ray  Kline, 

Acting  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8353  Filed  8-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-81-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  64 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  6013] 

List  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  These 
communities  have  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 


certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities’ 
participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESSES:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294.  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gary  D.  Johnson,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Since  the 
communities  on  the  attached  list  have 
recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized 


flood  insurance  is  now  available  for 
property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  has  identified  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  in  some  of  these 
communities  by  publishing  a  Flood 
Hazard  Boundary  Map.  The  date  of  the 
flood  map,  if  one  has  been  published,  is 
indicated  in  the  sixth  column  of  the 
table.  In  the  communities  listed  where  a 
flood  map  has  been  published.  Section 
102  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  requires  the 
purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
flnancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  of  buildings  in  the  special 
flood  hazard  area  shown  on  the  map. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  flnds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  progrm  is  83.100  “Flood 
Insurance.”  This  program  is  subject  to 
procedures  set  out  in  OMB  Circular  A- 
95. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the 
table. 

§  64.6  List  of  eiigibie  communities. 


Slate  and  county 

Location 

Community  No. 

Effective  dates  of  authorization/eaiKellaflon  of 
sale  of  flood  insurance  in  community 

Special  flood  hazard  area  identified 

0101  t8C _  .. 

Aug.  23,  1974,  Dec  26.  1976.  and  July  21. 
1978. 

May  24,  1974  and  Apr  2.  1976. 

ilNnois: 

170439B _ 

Jersey  _  _ 

Pike 

170313B . 

Nov  23,  1973  and  fkat.  1,  1974. 

170552B 

Jan.  30.  1976. 

170374C.  .. 

Aug  27.  1976. 

Sept  5.  1975. 

Mar.  29.  1974  and  M»  26  1976 

170214B..„- 

Do 

170215B _ _ 

Iowa: 

Jetlerson _ _ _ _ 

...  Fairfield,  city  of . 

190168C . 

June  28,  1974,  Dec  26,  1975,  and  Mar.  28, 

.  190186B 

Hn 

.  200276B . . 

Michigan: 

260314B _ _ 

2601626 _ 

26060BA _ 

Minnesota: 

.  270486C _ 

2701 7?n 

Do . 

270P74R  . 

firs 

Missouri: 

290333H 

Do . 

2903MR 

.  290133A . 

3301696 

360426R 

Ohio: 

.390fi?3R  . 

.  390309B . . 

39073.6A 

..  390572C _ 

3901.34R 

Washington . 

.  Unincorporated  areas _ _ - . 

..  3905660 _ 

Apr.  12.  1974  and  Oct.  3.  1975. 

June  28,  1974  and  July  23.  1976. 

May  17,  1974  and  June  11, 1976. 

Oct  17,  1975. 

Mar.  15,  1974,  Apr.  9,  1976,  and  Mar  9, 
1979. 

Mar.  22,  1974  and  Apr.  30.  1976. 

May  3,  1974  and  Feb.  14,  1975. 

Mar.  29,  1974  and  Sept  17.  1976. 

Jan.  23,  1974  and  Jan.  2,  1976. 

Mar.  5.  1976. 

Jan.  14,  1977. 

Aug.  9.  1974  wid  Sept  3,  1976 

Mar.  15,  1974  and  Sept.  10.  1976. 

Apr.  5,  1974  and  Oct.  24,  1975. 

Aug.  8.  1975. 

Dec  7,  1973,  July  11.  1975  and  Oct  26, 
1979. 

Jan.  23.  1974  and  July  2,  1976. 

Jan.  31,  1975  and  Julie  9,  1978. 
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state  and  county 

Location 

Community  No. 

Effective  dates  of  authorization/cancellation  of 
sale  of  flood  insurance  in  community 

Special  flood  hazard  area  identified 

Oklahoma: 

_  400365B 

OcL  29.  1976  and  Aug.  16.  1977. 

4001 19B _ 

Nov.  28,  1973  and  Feb.  6,  1976. 

Pennsylvania: 

_ _ _  420755B  «... 

Feb.  a.  1974  and  Dec.  10,  1976. 

. .  421042B  ....... _ 

Aug.  2.  1974  and  July  9,  1976. 

Texas: 

.«M  4801238 

May  24,  1974  and  Apr.  16.  1976. 

„  ..  480004B _ 

May  31.  1974  and  Nov.  19,  1976. 

.  5401*1^  . . . 

Dec.  13.  1974  apd  Oct.  31, 1975. 

2fi0S04 . 

Aug.  15.  1975. 

481194A„.  _ 

Aug.  15. 197a 

270267A _ 

Apr.  1^  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16,  1961, 

Jan.  16, 1981. 

Pennsylvania: 

..  .  420828A _ 

regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  suspended,  Feb.  19, 
1961,  reinforced. 

Dec.  13, 1974  and  Nov.  28, 1980. 

.  APISPfi 

Dec.  20.  1974. 

390607A _ 

Feb.  24,  1981,  emergency,  Feb.  24,  1961, 

Jan.  10,  1975  and  July  2.  1980. 

™.  010349B . 

regular. 

Jan.  26.  1977  and  June  15,  1979. 

361422....«.„ . 

Jan.  3,  1975. 

.  2102O8B _ 

May  24.  1974. 

. afilOftft . 

regular,  Feb.  4,  1981,  suspended,  Feb.  25, 
1981,  reinforced. 

Nov.  8.  1974. 

.  9nOB?7A . 

July  25,  1975  and  July  6.  1979. 

_  4B1036A 

May  31.  1977. 

_  47038741OW.. _ 

Aug.  14.  1970.« 

regular. 

>  Since  the  area  now  incorporated  and  known  as  the  Town  of  Farragut  was  formerty  participating  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program  under  the  Knox  County  application,  the  Town's 
effective  dates  are  the  same  as  the  County's.  .  ' 

'  Although  Fanagut  has  not  been  issued  its  flood  maps,  the  Town  has  agreed  to  use  the  Knox  County  FIRM  in  the  interim.  However,  insurance  policies  should  be  written  using  Farragut's 
new  identification  number. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1966  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968],  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  March  9, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8578  Filed  3-19-81;  8>1S  an^ 

BtLUNG  CODE  6718-03-tM 


44  CFR  Part  64 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibiiity 
Under  the  Nationai  Flood  Insurance 
Program;  Correction 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  PEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule,  correction. 

summary:  In  Federal  Register  Doc.  81- 
5908,  appearing  at  pages  13691-13693, 
Tuesday.  February  24, 1981,  on  page 
13692,  44  CFR  64.6  in  the  table, 
beginning  with  the  entry  for  the 
Township  of  Plymouth,  Michigan, 
through  the  Village  of  Black  Village, 
Wisconsin,  the  Regular  Program 
effective  date  should  be  corrected  to 
read  “March  2, 1981.” 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Cary  Johnson,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581, 
Room  5270, 451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28, 1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44  FR 


19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  9, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

.  (FR  Doc.  81-8577  FUed  3-19-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  67ie-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  65 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6006] 

National  Flood  insurance  Program; 
Communities  With  Minimal  Flood 
Hazard  Areas 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator,  after  consultation  with 
local  officials  of  the  communities  listed 
below,  has  determined,  based  upon 
analysis  of  existing  conditions  in  the 
communities,  that  these  communities’ 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  are  small  in 
size,  with  minimal  flooding  problems. 
Because  existing  conditions  indicate 
that  the  area  is  unlikely  to  be  developed 


in  the  forseeable  future,  there  is  no 
immediate  need  to  use  the  existing 
detailed  study  methodology  to 
determine  the  base  flood  elevations  for 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas. 

Therefore,  the  Administrator  is 
converting  the  communities  listed  below 
to  the  Regular  Program  of  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  (NFIP)  without 
determining  base  flood  elevations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Date  listed  in  fourth 
column  of  List  of  Communities  with 
Minimal  Flood  Hazard  Areas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program.  (202)  755-5585  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
WasMngton,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  these 
communities,  the  full  limits  of  flood 
insurance  coverage  are  available  at 
actuarial,  non-subsidized  rates.  The 
rates  will  vary  according  to  the  zone 
designation  of  the  particular  area  of  the 
community. 

Flood  insurance  for  contents,  as  well 
as  structures,  is  available.  The 
maximum  coverage  available  under  the 
Regular  Program  is  significantly  greater 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


17783 


than  that  available  under  the  Emergency 
Program. 

Flood  insurance  coverage  for  property 
located  in  the  communities  listed  can  be 
purchased  from  any  licensed  property 
insurance  agent  or  broker  serving  the 
eligible  community,  or  from  the  National 


Flood  Insurance  Program.  The  effective 
date  of  conversion  to  the  Regular 
Program  will  not  appear  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  except  for  the  page 
number  of  this  entry  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  65.7  List  of  communities  with  minimai  flood  hazard  areas. 


state 

County 

ConuTMmity  name 

Dote  ot 
conversion  to 

regular  program 

New  York . . . Greene . . . Town  of  Ashland. .  Apr.  10, 1981. 

North  Dakota . . .  Divide. . . . Cily.o*  Noonan Apr.  21, 1981. 


-  Apr.  24.  1981. 

Apr.  24,  1981. 
.  Adt.  24.  1981 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968],  as  amended;  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator] 

Issued:  February  24, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krinun, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  81-8583  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  COOC  6718-03-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-238;  RM-34191 

FM  Broadcast  Stations  in  Bradford, 
Kane,  and  Warren,  Pennsylvania; 
Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  276A  to  Warren,  Pennsylvania, 
as  that  community’s  second  FM 
assignment,  in  response  to  a  petition 
bled  by  God's  Station,  Inc.  In  order  to 
effect  the  assignment  to  Warren, 
Channel  280A  is  substituted  for  Channel 
276A  at  Kane,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Channel  252A  is  substituted  for  Channel 
280A  at  Bradford,  Peimsylvania. 

DATE:  Effective  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  A.  McGregor,  Broadcast 
Bureau.  (202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
broadcast  stations.  (Bradford,  Kane  and 


Warren,  Pennsylvania);  Report  and 
Order,  Proceeding  Terminated. 

Adopted:  March  8, 1981. 

Released:  March  13, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  Before  the  Commission  is  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  45  FR  37240, 
published  June  2, 1980,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  FM  Channel  276A  to 
Warren,  Pennsylvania,  as  that  city’s 
second  FM  assignment,  the  substitution 
of  Channel  280A  for  Channel  276A  at 
Kane,  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
substitution  of  Channel  252A  for 
Channel  280A  at  Bradford, 
Peimsylvania,  at  the  request  of  God’s 
Station,  Inc.  (“petitioner”).  Channel 
276A  at  Kane  is  currently  unoccupied 
with  one  application  pending;*  Channel 
280A  at  Bradford  is  currently 
unoccupied  and  unapplied  for. 
Conunents  supporting  the  assignment 
and  related  channel  substitutions  were 
filed  by  petitioner,  Hope  Ministries,  a 
potential  applicant  for  the  channel  at 
Bradford;  and  Radio  Buffalo,  Inc., 
licensee  of  Station  WACI(FM),  Buffalo, 
New  York.  No  oppositions  to  the 
assignments  were  submitted. 

2.  Warren  (pop.  12,998),*  seat  of 
Warren  County  (pop.  47,682),  is  located 


'  The  applicant  is  Huber-Dixon  Broadcasting  (File 
No.  810129AF). 

*  All  population  data  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


approximately  80  kilometers  (50  miles) 
southeast  of  Erie,  Pennsylvania.  It  is 
served  locally  by  daytime-only  AM 
Station  WNAE  and  FM  Station  WRRD 
(Channel  222). 

3.  As  stated  in  the  Notice,  the 
assignments  proposed  by  petitioner 
would  cause  new  preclusion  to  only  one 
community  with  a  population  over  1,000 
having  no  FM  assignment  Smethport, 
Pennsylvania.  In  response  to  the 
Commission’s  request  that  a  channel 
search  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
alternative  channels  are  available  for 
assignment  to  Smethport  petitioner 
states  that  Channel  292A  may  be 
assigned  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  minimum'distance 
separation  requirements.  The 
assignment  of  Channel  276A  to  Warren 
would  result  in  intermixture  of  Class  A 
and  Class  B  channels  in  that  city. 
However,  petitioner  is  willing  to  apply 
for  and  operate  on  a  Class  A  channel 
despite  the  competitive  disadvantages. 
In  such  a  situation,  we  are  not  disposed 
to  deny  the  assignment  based  on 
intermixture.  See  Yakima,  Washington, 
42  F.C.C.  2d  548  (1973). 

4.  After  giving  careful  consideration  to 
the  proposal,  we  believe  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Table  of 
assignments  should  be  adopted. 
Petitioner  has  submitted  persuasive 
information  with  respect  to  Warren  and 
its  need  for  a  second  FM  broadcast 
service.  Channel  276A  can  be  assigned 
to  Warren  with  a  required  site 
restriction  of  12  kilometers  (7.35  miles) 
northeast  of  the  community.  Petitioner 
and  all  potential  applicants  are 
reminded  that  die  Commission’s  rules 
require  that  a  transmitter  located  at 
su^  a  distance  firom  Warren  must 
nonetheless  place  a  70  dBu  signal  over 
the  entire  community.  See  §  73.315(a)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Regarding  the 
channel  substitution  at  Kane,  Huber- 
Dixon  Broadcasting  will  be  permitted  to 
amend  its  application  to  specify 
operation  on  Channel  280A. 

5.  Canadian  concurrence  in  the 
assignments  has  been  obtained. 

6.  Accordingly,  It  Is  Ordered,  That 
effective  May  4, 1981,  $  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  with  respect 
to  the  communities  listed  below,  as 
follows: 


City 

Channel 

Na 

252A 

*  „„  260A 

Warren.  Pa . 

.  222- 

276A 
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7.  Authority  for  the  actions  taken 
herein  are  contained  in  Sections  4(i). 
5(d),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules, 

8.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  send 
a  copy  of  this  Report  and  Order  by 
certified  mail,  return  receipt  requested, 
to  Huber-Dixon  Broadcasting,  5351 
William  Flynn  Hwy.,  Rte.  8,  Gibsonia, 
Pennsylvania  15044,  the  applicant 
affected  by  this  Report  and  Order. 

9.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Michael  A. 
McGregor,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632- 
7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066. 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief.  Policy  and  Rules  Division.  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

(I-'R  Doc.  81-B633  Filed  3-19-81:  8:43  am| 

BILLING  ,COOE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-234;  RM-3434] 

FM  Broadcast  Station,  Mifflintown, 
Pennsylvania;  Changes  Made  in  Table 
of  Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Gommunications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Action  taken  herein  amends 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  by  assigning  Channel 
29BA  to  Mifflintown,  Pennsylvania,  in. 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by 
Mifflintown  Broadcasters  Association. 
The  assignment  could  provide 
Mifflintown  with  its  first  FM  service. 
date;  Effective  May  4. 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kathy  A.  Grant,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
broadcast  stations.  (Mifflintown, 
Pennsylvania);  Report  and  Order: 
Proceeding  Terminated. 

Adopted:  March  6, 1981. 

Released:  March  12. 1981. 

By  the  Chief.  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 


Making,  45  FR  37243,  published  June  2, 
1980,  inviting  comments  on  a  proposal  to 
assign  Channel  296A  to  Mifflintown, 
Pennsylvania.  This  proceeding  was 
instituted  on  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed 
by  Mifflintown  Broadcasters 
Association  (“petitioner").  Supporting 
comments  were  filed  by  petitioner  in 
which  it  restated  its  intent  to  apply  for 
the  channel,  if  assigned.  Comments  were 
filed  by  Mifflin  County  Broadcasting 
Company  (“MCB"),  licensee  of  radio 
Stations  WMRF  and  WMRF(FM). 
Lewistown,  Pennsylvania. 

2.  Mifflintown  (pop.  828),  *  seat  of 
Juniata  County  (pop.  16,712),  is  located 
approximately  216  kilometers  (135  miles) 
east  of  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania.  It 
presently  has  no  local  aural  broadcast 
service. 

3.  MCB.  in  comments,  pointed  out  that 
there  is  a  pending  proceeding  to  assign 
Channel  288A  to  Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania  (BC  Docket  No.  80-233), 
which  is  15  kilometers  (9.4  miles]  from 
Mifflintown.  MCB  argues  that,  given  the 
close  proximity  of  the  communities  and 
the  relatively  low  population  of  the  area, 
only  one  channel  should  be  assigned. 
MCB  requests  that  the  Lewistown  and 
Mifflintown  proceedings  be 
consolidated. 

4.  As  we  stated  in  the  Lewistown 
proceeding,  since  the  Commission  does 
not  allocate  FM  channels  according  to  a 
state-wide  or  regional  plan,  and  each 
community’s  needs  are  typically 
considered  separately,  we  are  not 
convinced  that  these  proposals  should 
be  treated  together  as  if  they  were  in 
some  way  mutually  exclusive. 

5.  In  view  of  the  first  local  aural 
service  that  would  be  provided  to  the 
community,  the  Commission  finds  it  to 
be  in  the  public  interest  to  assign 
Channel  296A  to  Mifflintown. 
Pennsylvania. 

6.  Canadian  concurrence  in  the 
proposal  has  been  obtained. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
effective  May  4, 1981,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  for  the 
community  listed  below,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel 

No 

Mifflintown.  Pa . 

.  296A. 

8.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein  is  contained  in  Sections  4(i), 
5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
"  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 


'  Population  figures  ace  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Kathy  A.  Grant, 
Broadcast  Bureau.  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4.  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082: 
47  U.S.C.  154.  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8634  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-233;  RM-3436] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania;  Changes  Made  in  Table 
of  Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Action  taken  herein  amends 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  by  assigning  Channel 
288A  to  Lewistown,  Pennsylvania,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Central 
Pennsylvania  Broadcasting  Company. 
The  assignment  could  provide 
Lewistown  with  its  second  FM  service. 
DATE:  Effective  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kathy  A.  Grant,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania):  Report  and  Order; 
Proceeding  Terminated. 

Adopted:  March  6, 1981. 

Released;  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Chief.  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  45  FR  37242,  published  June  2. 
1980,  inviting  comments  on  a  proposal  to 
assign  Channel  288A  to  Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania,  as  that  community’s 
second  FM  assignment.  This  proceeding 
was  instituted  on  the  basis  of  a  petition 
filed  by  Central  Pennsylvania 
Broadcasting  Company  (“petitioner"), 
licensee  of  AM  Station  WKVA, 
Lewistown,  Pennsylvania.  Supporting 
comments  were  filed  by  petitioner  in 
which  it  restated  its  intent  to  apply  for 
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the  channel,  if  assigned.  Comments  were 
filed  by  Mifflin  County  Broadcasting 
Company  {“MCB"),  licensee  of  radio 
Stations  WMRF-FM  and  WT^RF(AM). 
Lewistown,  Pennsylvania,  to  which 
petitioner  replied.* 

2.  Lewistown  (pop.  11,098),^  seat  of 
Mifflin  County  (pop.  45,268),  is  located 
approximately  200  kilometers  (125  miles) 
east  of  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania.  It  is 
presently  served  by  fulltime  AM 
Stations  WKVA  and  WMRF,  and  FM 
Station  WMRF-FM  (Channel  240A). 

3.  In  its  comments,  MCB  pointed  out 
that  there  is  a  pending  proceeding  to 
assign  Channel  296A  to  Mifflintown, 
Pennsylvania,  which  is  15  kilometers 
(9.4  miles)  from  Lewistown  (BC  Docket 
No.  80-234).  MCB  argues  that  the 
proceedings  should  be  consolidated  and 
only  one  channel  assigned  to  the  area 
because  the  communities  are  so  close 
and  the  population  of  the  area  relatively 
small.  MCB  claims  that  the  radio  market 
in  Lewistown  is  "depressed"  and  rather 
than  experiencing  growth  and 
redevelopment  is  actually  losing  jobs 
and  population.  According  to  MCB,  new  . 
census  figures  show  Lewistown’s 
population  to  be  9,696,  a  12.6  percent 
decrease  from  1970.  Petitioner,  in 
response,  does  not  dispute  MCB’s 
population  Hgures,  but  asserts  that  the 
decline  is  due  to  a  major  flood  which 
occurred  in  1972.  Petitioner  claims  that 
cooperative  efforts  among  industry, 
local  groups,  and  government  have  led 

to  Lewistown's  recovery  and 
redevelopment.  Petitioner  also  points 
out  that  MCB  has  applications  pending 
before  the  Commission  to  upgrade  its 
facilities  in  Lewistown — plans  MCB 
would  not  make  unless  it  believed  them 
economically  feasible. 

4.  Economic  arguments  such  as  MCB 
makes  here  are  normally  deferred  to  the 
application  stage.  FCC  v.  Sanders 
Brothers  Radio  Station,  309  U.S.  470,  60 

S.  Ct.  693  (1940);  Carroll  Broadcasting 
Co.  V.  FCC,  258  F.  2d  440  (D.C.  Cir.  1958). 
Moreover,  since  the  Commission  does 


‘  MCB’s  pleHding.  styled  “Reply  Comments."  was 
filed  on  the  last  day  for  submitting  such  comments. 
August  7. 15180.  Petitioner  filed  a  Motion  to  Strike 
MCB’s  comments,  claiming  that  they  were  original 
comments  and  therefore  should  have  been  filed  by 
July  18. 1980.  MCB  replied  to  petitioner’s  Motion, 
claiming  that  the  pleading  was  intended  to  "reply" 
to  statements  made  in  petitioner’s  comments 
supporting  the  Notice.  Petitioner  then  filed  a 
“Motion  for  Acceptance  of  Response  to  Reply 
Comments."  r(>questing  that  its  reply  comments  be 
accepted  for  filing  after  the  August  7, 1980.  deadline. 
There  does  appear  to  have  been  some  confusion 
about  the  distinction  betweeh  "comments"  and 
“reply  comments."  I  lowever,  since  petitioner  has 
responded  to  MCB’s  comments  and  we  now  have 
before  us  a  complete  set  of  pleadings,  we  believe  it 
to  be  in  the  public  interest  to  consider  the  pleadings. 

“  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


not  allocate  FM  channels  according  to  a 
state- wide  or  regional  plan,  and  each 
conununity’s  ne^s  are  considered 
separately,  we  are  not  convinced  that 
these  proposals  should  be  treated 
together  as  if  they  were  in  some  way 
mutually  exclusive.  Although  the 
population  of  Lewistown  may  have 
declined  recently,  as  claimed  by  MCB, 
assignment  of  Channel  288A  will  be  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
population  criteria,  which  allow  one  or 
two  FM  assignments  for  communities  of 
50,000  or  less. 

5.  After  careful  consideration  of  the 
proposal  and  comments,  we  believe  it  to 
be  in  the  public  interest  to  assign 
Channel  288A  to  Lewistown, 
Pennsylvania,  to  provide  a  second  local 
FM  service.  As  stated  in  the  Notice,  no 
new  preclusion  would  be  caused  to  any 
community  exceeding  1,000  population. 

6.  Canadian  concurrence  has  been 
obtained. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
effective  May  4, 1981,  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  Is  Amended  with 
regard  to  the  following  community: 


aty 

Channel 

No. 

. 240A.  288A 

8.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein  is  contained  in  Sections  4(i), 
5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

9.  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  Is  Terminated. 

10.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Kathy  A.  Grant, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082: 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-863.')  Filini  3-151-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

Assignment  of  UHF-Television 
Channel;  Laurel  Hill,  N.C. 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
released  by  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  on  March 
2, 1981,  assigning  UHF-television 
Channel  59  to  Laurel  Hill,  North 
Carolina,  see  FR  Doc.  81-6878  published 
March  4, 1981  (46  FR  15150). 


That  document  incorrectly  carried  the 
heading  “FM  broadcast  station”  and 
was  accordingly  listed  in  the  Contents 
under  "Radio  stations.” 

BILLING  COOE  6712-01-II 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Parts  1003, 1005, 1056, 1310, 
and  1322 

[Ex  Parte  MC  19  (Sub-36)I 

Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods;  Revision  of 
Operational  Regulations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-7555  appearing  at  page 
16200  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 

March  11, 1981,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  Page  16212,  in  the  second  column, 
in  the  third  paragraph  under  the  heading 
"Proposed  §  §  1005.1  and  1310.15”,  in  the 
third  line,  “1056.18”  should  read 
"1056.7”. 

BILUNG  COOE  1S05-01-M 


49  CFR  Part  1100 

[Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-48)1 

Elimination  of  Attorney  Registration 
Requirements 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rules. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  abolishes  the 
Commission’s  requirement  in  49  CFR 
1100.8  that  attorneys  file  declarations 
that  they  are  qualified  members  of  the 
bar,  before  they  represent  others  before 
the  Commission.  The  Commission 
believes  it  can  be  assumed  that  an 
attorney,  acting  in  a  representative 
capacity  in  a  proceeding,  is  qualified  to 
practice  before  the  Commission.  The 
Commission  will  no  longer  maintain  a 
register  of  attorney  practitioners  under 
40  CFR  1100.7.  Since  these  rules 
primarily  affect  internal  Commission 
procedures,  they  are  issued  in  final  form 
and  public  comment  will  not  be 
required.  However,  informal  comments 
may  be  submitted.. 

DATE:  Effective  April  20, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Informal  comments,  an 
original  and  one  copy,  if  possible,  may 
be  submitted  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Room  2215,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
James  Bayne  (202)  275-7646.  or 
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Kathleen  King  (202)  275-0956. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Attorneys  who  practice  before  the 
Commission  have  been  required  to 
submit  a  written  declaration  that  they 
are  members  in  good  standing  of  the  bar 
of  the  highest  court  of  any  State, 
possession,  territory.  Commonwealth  or 
the  District  of  Columbia  before  they 
could  represent  persons  before  the 
Commission.  The  declaration  was  a  one 
time  filing  and  based  on  that  declaration 
the  attorney’s  name  was  entered  in  the 
Commission's  register  of  practitioners. 
See  5  U.S.C.  500  and  49  CFR  1100.7  and 
1100.8. 

The  Commission  has  surveyed  other 
regulatory  agencies  and  found  that  only 
one.  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
requires  an  attorney  to  submit  a  written 
declaration  of  bar  membership  or 
maintains  a  register  of  attorney 
practitioners.  The  Commission  has 
decided  that  it  is  no  longer  necessary  to 
maintain  our  attorney  declaration 
procedure  under  Rule  8,  or  the  attorney 
portion  of  the  Practitioner  Register 
under  Rule  7.  Declarations  will  still  be 
required  in  accordance  with  49  CFR 
1100.10  when  an  attorney  or  non¬ 
attorney  practitioner  or  other 
representative  of  a  party  makes  an 
initial  appearance  in  any  proceeding. 


Therefore.  49  CFR  1100.8  is  revised  to 
state  that  a  person  who  is  a  member  of 
the  bar  of  any  of  our  50  States  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  is  qualified. to 
practice  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  49  CFR  1100.7  is  modified 
to  state  that  only  a  Register  of  non¬ 
attorney  practitioners  will  be 
maintained  by  the  Commission  in  the 
future. 

It  shouldlie  noted  that  the  fact  that 
we  will  no  longer  maintain  a  register  of 
attorney  practitioners  does  not  change 
the  fact  that  attorneys  are  bound  to 
observe  the  Code  of  Ethics  For 
Practitioners  Before  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Moreover,  the 
Commission  will  still  retain  the 
jurisdiction  to  disbar,  suspend,  or 
discipline  attorneys,  as  provided  in  49 
CFR  1100.11. 

The  revisions  set  forth  in  the  attached 
appendix  are  adopted. 

This  action  does  not  affect 
significantly  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources. 

Issued  under  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and 
49  U.S.C.  10308. 

Decided:  March  4. 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis.  Commissioners  Clapp,  Gresham, 


Trantum.  and  Gilliam.  Commissioner  ^ 
Trantum  was  absent  and  did  not  participate. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

PART  1100— GENERAL  RULES  OF 
PRACTICE 

49  CFR  1100.7  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 100.7  Register  of  non-attorney 
practitioners  (rule  7). 

,  A  register  is  maintained  by  the 
Commission  which  contains  the  names 
of  all  non-attorneys  entitled  to  practice 
before  the  Commission.  The  register  is 
maintained  according  to  the  individual 
non-attorney  practitioner's  name  and 
not  by  corporation  or  firm  name. 
Corporations  and  firms  are  not  admitted 
or  recognized  as  practitioners  before  the 
Commission. 

49  CFR  1100.8  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 100.8  Attorney  at  law-qualification  and 
requirements  for  practice  before  the 
Commission  (rule  8). 

Any  person  who  is  a  member  in  good 
standing  of  the  bar  of  the  highest  court  - 
of  any  State,  possession,  territory, 
commonwealth  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  may  represent  others  before 
the  Commission. 

(5  U.S.C.  553  and  49  U.S.C.  10308) 

IKR  Doc.  81-8606  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  RE®STER 
contains  notices  to  the  pubHc  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  r^e 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

10  CFR  Part  1060 

Payment  of  Travel  Expenses  of 
Persons  Who  Are  Not  Government 
Employees 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Proposed  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy  is 
proposing  to  amend  10  CFR  to  establish 
a  new  Part  1060  which  establishes 
policies  on  payment  from  Department 
funds  of  travel  expenses  of  persons  who 
are  not  Government  employees  (often 
referred  to  as  “invitational  travel”).  The 
proposed  regulations  will  provide 
Department  employees  and  members  of 
the  public  with  explicit  guidelines  with 
respect  to  authorization  and  approval  of 
such  payments. 

DATE:  Written  comments  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  April  20, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  W'ritten  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  Ralph  D.  Goldenberg, 
Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Standards  of  Conduct,  GC-45,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  MS  6F094, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Susan  Fonner,  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Standards  of  Conduct,  GC-45,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20585,  (202)  252-1522. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Classification:  The  Department  of 
Energy  has  determined  that  no 
substantial  issue  of  fact  or  law  exists 
with  respect  to  these  regulations  and 
that  these  regulations  are  not  likely  to 
have  a  substantial  impact  on  the 
Nation’s  economy  or  large  numbers  of 
individuals  or  businesses.  The 
Department  of  Energy  has  further 
determined  that  these  regulations  relate 
to  agency  management  and  therefore 
are  exempt  from  the  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  553,  603,  and  604,  and  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291. 


Regulatory  analysis:  Not  required  for 
this  ^emaldng. 

Environmental  Impact  Statement:  Not 
required  for  this  rulemaking. 

Request  for  Comments:  Written 
comments  are  solicited  and  will  be 
accepted.  Comments  must  be  received 
by  5:00  p.m.  on  April  20, 1981,  at  the 
address  indicated  in  the  “Address” 
section  of  this  preamble.  Seven  copies 
should  be  submitted. 

Background 

The  authority  to  provide  payment 
from  DOE  funds  for  travel  expenses  of 
persons  who  are  not  Government 
employees  is  primarily  based  on 
provisions  incorporated  in  chapter  57, 
title  5,  United  States  Code,  as  ampHRed 
by  Decisions  of  the  Comptroller  General. 
(See,  for  example,  4  Comp.  Gen.  281;  8 
Comp.  Gen.  465;  21  Comp.  Gen.  610;  27 
Comp.  Gen.  183;  38  Comp.  Gen.  483;  40 
Comp.  Gen.  221;  41  Comp.  Gen.  482;  48 
Comp.  Gen.  110;  51  Comp.  Gen.  800;  54 
Comp.  Gen.  554;  56  Comp.  Gen.  661.) 
Section  645  of  the  DOE  Organization 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  7255)  provides  statutory 
authority  with  respect  to  expenses  of 
subpoenaed  persons. 

Some  Government  agencies,  including 
the  DOE,  have  internal  rules  that 
attempt  to  provide  guidance  to  agency 
employees  with  respect  to  certain 
aspects  of  invitational  travel.  However, 
the  lack  of  more  explicit  guidance  has 
resulted  in  uncertainty  on  the  part  of 
both  DOE  employees  and  private 
individuals  as  to  when  payment  for  such 
travel  is  authorized.  The  proposed 
regulations  will  provide  express 
guidelines  for  limiting  international 
travel  to  specific  categories  of 
individuals  and  to  certain  invitations 
approved  by  high-level  DOE  officials. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble.  Chapter  X  of  Title  10  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  adding  a  new  Part 
1060  as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  February  11, 
1981. 

William  S.  Heffelfinger, 

Director  of  Administration. 

Part  1060  is  added  to  10  CFR  Chapter 
X  to  read  as  follows; 

PART  1060— PAYMENT  OF  TRAVEL 
EXPENSES  OF  PERSONS  WHO  ARE 
NOT  GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES 

Sec. 

1060.101  Persons  who  may  be  paid. 


Sec. 

1060.201  Relatives  and  contractors 

excluded. 

1060.301  Government  employees  excluded. 
1060.401  Applicability  of  internal  IX)E  rules. 
1060.501  Definitions. 

Authority:  Section  644,  Pub.  L  95-91  Stat. 
599  (42  U.S.C.  7254). 

§  1060.101  Persons  who  may  be  paid. 

(a)  Payment  may  not  be  authorized  or 
approved  for  transportation,  lodging, 
subsistence,  or  other  travel  expenses 
from  DOE  funds  to,  or  on  behalf  of,  a 
person  who  is  not  a  Government 
employee  unless  such  payment  is 
made — 

(1)  Pursuant  to  an  invitation  received 
by  that  person  from  the  Department  to 
confer  with  a  DOE  employee  on  matters 
essential  to  the  advancement  of  DOE 
programs  or  objectives  and  (i)  in  the 
case  of  a  person  invited  to  confer  at  the 
post  of  duty  of  the  conferring  DOE 
employee,  a  designated  official  has 
approved  and  stated  the  reasons  for  the 
invitation  in  writing,  or  (ii)  in  the  case  of 
a  persom  invited  to  confer  at  a  place 
other  than  the  post  of  duty  of  the 
conferring  DOE  employee,  a  principal 
departmental  officer  has  approved  and 
stated  the  reasons  for  the  invitation  in 
writing. 

(2)  Pursuant  to  an  invitation  for  an 
interview  to  a  prospective  employee  of 
the  Department  who  is  an  applicant  for 
(i)  a  position  in  the  Department 
classiRed  at  GS-16  or  above  of  the 
General  Schedule  or  the  rate  of  basic 
pay  for  which  is  fixed,  other  than  under 
the  General  Schedule,  at  a  rate  equal  to 
or  greater  than  the  minimum  rate  of 
basic  pay  fixed  for  GS-16,  (ii)  a  position 
for  which  a  determination  has  been 
made  that  there  is  a  manpower  shortage 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  5723,  or  (iii)  a  DOE 
position  for  which  the  Department  has 
the  exclusive  duties  of  recruitment  and 
selection; 

(3)  In  accordance  with  28  U.S.C.  1821 
or  other  applicable  law,  to  a  person  who 
is  subpoenaed  by  the  Department  to 
appear  and  testify  or  to  appear  and  to 
produce  documents  at  a  designated 
place; 

(4)  To  a  person  who  serves  as  a  travel 
attendant  for  a  handicapped  individual 
who  is  authorized  to  travel  at  DOE 
expense  and  whose  handicap  prevents 
him  from  traveling  alone;  or 

(5)  Pursuant  to  a  written 
determination  of  a  principal 
departmental  officer  that  it  is  in  the 
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interest  of  the  Government  to  provide 
such  payment,  where  the  Counselor  has 
determined  in  writing  that  the  payment 
is  authorized  under  5  U.S.C.  Ch.  57  or 
other  statutory  authority. 

(b)  The  authority  of  a  designated 
official  or  a  principal  departmental 
officer,  as  the  case  may  be.  to  provide 
approval  of  an  invitation  to  travel  under 
paragraph  (a)(l]  of  this  section  and  of  a 
principal  departmental  officer  to 
determine  that  payment  of  travel 
expense  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
Government  under  paragraph  (a)(5)  of 
this  section  may  not  be  delegated. 

(c)  Within  30  days  of  providing 
written  approval  of  an  invitation  under 
paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  of  this  section,  a 
designated  official  who  is  an 
Administrator  of  a  power  administration 
or  the  head  of  a  regional  or  district 
office  or  a  field  installation  shall 
transmit  a  copy  of  the  written  approval 
to  the  principal  departmental  officer  to 
whom  the  official  or  the  official’s 
organization  reports  under  the 
organizational  arrangement  described  in 
Part  1003  of  Chapter  X  of  this  Title. 

(d)  Payment  of  travel  expenses  may 
not  be  made  pursuant  to  an  invitation  to 
travel  under  paragraph  (a)(1)  or  (a)(5)  of 
this  section  unless  the  written  approval 
and  statement  of  reasons  required  by 
paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section,  or  the 
written  determinations  required  by 
paragraph  (a)(5)  of  this  section,  are 
made  before  the  travel  to  be  authorized 
by  the  invitation  takes  place. 

§  1060.201  Relatives  and  contractors 
excluded. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
in  this  part,  a  DOE  employee  may  not 
authorize  or  approve,  require  another 
person  to  authorize  or  approve,  or 
(except  in  the  case  of  payment  under 
§  1060.101(a)(4))  advocate  the 
authorization  or  approval  of,  payment 
from  DOE  funds  of  travel  expenses  of  a 
person  who  is  not  a  Government 
employee  and  who  is  (a)  the  DOE 
employee’s  relative,  or  (b)  in  the  case  of 
payment  under  §  1060.101(a)(1),  a  DOE 
contractor  or  a  DOE  contractor’s 
employee. 

§  1060.301  Government  employees 
excluded. 

Nothing  in  this  part  shall  be 
interpreted  as  being  applicable  to 
authorization  or  approval  of  payment  of 
travel  expenses  of  Government 
employees,  including  DOE  employees. 

§  1060.401  Applicability  of  internal  DOE 
rules. 

Payment  of  travel  expenses  under 
§  1060.101  {a)(l)-(5)  shall  be  subject  to 


other  Department  rules  relating  to 
authorization  of  travel. 

§  1 060.50 1  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  part — 

(a)  “Counselor”  means  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Department  or  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  or  their 
delegates,  as  appropriate. 

(b)  “Designated  official”  means  (1)  a 
principal  departmental  officer,  (2)  an 
individual  who  is  appointed  to  a 
position  in  the  Department  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  (3)  the 
Administrator  of  a  power 
administration,  or  (4)  the  head  of  a 
regional  or  district  oMce  or  a  field 
installation  (as  defined  in  Part  1CX)3  of 
Chapter  X  of  this  Title). 

(c)  “DOE”  or  “Department”  means  the 
Department  of  Energy  established  by  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 
section  201,  Pub.  L.  95-91  (42  U.S.C. 

7131). 

(d)  “Employee”  means — 

(1)  An  employee  as  defined  by  5 
U.S.C.  2105; 

(2)  A  special  Government  employee  as 
defined  in  16  U.S.C.  202(a); 

(3)  A  member  of  a  Uniformed  Service. 

(e)  “Handicapped  individual”  means  a 
person  who  has  a  physical  or  mental 
disability  or  health  impairment,  and 
iricludes  an  individual  who  is 
temporarily  incapacitated  because  of 
illness  or  injury, 

(f)  “Principal  departmental  officer” 
means  the  Secretary,  Deputy  Secretary, 
Under  Secretary,  or  Chief  Financial 
Officer  of  the  Department,  or,  in  the  case 
of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  the  Chairman  or  Executive 
Director  of  the  Commission, 

(g)  “Relative”  means,  with  respect  to  a 
DOE  employee,  an  individual  who  is 
related  to  the  employee,  by  blood, 
marriage,  or  operation  of  law,  as  father, 
mother,  son,  daughter,  brother,  sister, 
uncle,  aunt,  great  aunt,  great  uncle,  first 
cousin,  nephew,  niece,  husband,  wife,  ■ 
grandchild,  grandparent,  father-in-law, 
mother-in-law,  son-in-law,  daughter-in- 
law,  brother-in-law,  sister-in-law, 
stepfather,  stepmother,  stepson, 
stepdaughter,  stepbrother,  stepsister, 
half  brother,  or  half  sister,  and  shall  also 
include  the  grandparent  of  an 
employee’s  spouse,  an  employee’s  fiance 
or  fiancee,  or  any  person  residing  in  the 
employee's  household. 

|FR  Doc.  Kilc.Hl  11:45  iiin| 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

16  CFR  Part  1208 

Miniature  Christmas  Tree  Lights; 
Proposed  Withdrawal  of  Proposed 
Rule 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

action:  Proposal  to  withdraw  proposed 
standard. 

summary:  Based  on  information 
showing  that  there  has  been  significant 
upgrading  of  voluntary  standards  to 
address  the  risks  of  injury  from  fire  and 
shock  associated  with  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights,  as  well  as 
information  showing  a  decline  in  fire 
incidents  from  1977  to  1980,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  withdraw  its 
proposed  standard  for  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights.  The  proposed 
standard  was  published  on  May  3, 1978. 
March  15, 1981  is  the  date  by  which  the 
Commission  is  now  obligated  to  either 
publish  a  final  standard  or  withdraw  the 
proposal.  Since  the  Commission  wishes 
to  obtain  public  comments  on 
withdrawal  of  the  proposed  standard 
before  the  effective  date  of  the 
withdrawal,  the  Commission  extends  its 
decision  date  from  March  15, 1981  to 
September  15, 1981. 

DATES:  Comments,  preferably  in  five 
copies,  are  due  on  or  before  May  19, 

1981.  Comments  received  after  this  date 
will  be  considered  to  the  extent 
practicable. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
to  withdraw  the  proposed  standard 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 

Copies  of  the  staff  briefing  packages 
and  related  materials  on  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights  are  available  at  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  1111 18th  Street 
NW.,  3rd  floor,  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carl  W.  Blechschmidt,  Program 
Manager,  Office  of  Program 
Management,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 
(301)  492-6557. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

3. 1978,  the  Commission  proposed  a 
standard  under  section  7  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act  (CPSA) 

(15  U.S.C.  2056)  for  miniature  Christmas 
tree  lights  and  similar  miniature 
decorative  lights  in  order  to  eliminate  or 
reduce  the  risks  of  injury  from  electric 
shock  and  fires.  (43  FR 19136)  Based  on 
information  available  at  the  time  of  the 
proposal  the  Commission  preliminarily 
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determined  that  a  consumer  product 
safety  standard  was  necessary  to 
eliminate  or  reduce  the  unreasonable 
risks  of  injury  from  fires  and  electric 
shock  associated  with  these  products. 

Since  its  formation  in  1973,  the 
Commission  has  received  reports  of 
incidents  and  injuries  due  to  electric 
shocks  and  fires  from  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights  and  similar 
miniature  decorative  lights.  In  1974  a 
number  of  manufacturers  voluntarily 
initiated  a  recall  of  certain  lights  as  a 
result  of  reports  received  at  that  time 
and  the  encouragement  of  the 
Commission’s  staff. 

The  Commission  initiated  its  standard 
development  proceeding  on  March  31, 
1977  (42  FR 17154)  based  primarily  on 
the  CPSC’s  1975  Christmas  Decorative 
Light  Survey  and  technical  analyses  of 
Christmas  light  products.  The  1975 
survey  involved  the  inspection  of 
manufacturers,  importers,  and  major 
retailers  of  miniature  Christmas  tree 
lights  to  identify  hazardous  products. 
From  this  survey,  the  Commission 
learned  that  defects  in  miniature 
Christmas  tree  light  products  could  very 
likely  lead  to  hazardous  situations. 

At  the  time  the  Commission  initiated 
the  standard  development  proceeding 
the  Commission  received  information 
about  two  existing  voluntary  standards 
for  miniature  Christmas  tree  light 
products:  Underwriters  Laboratories 
Inc.,  (UL) — "Standard  for  Christmas 
Tree  and  Decorative  Lighting  Outfits — 
UL  588”  (13th  Edition,  November  15, 

1974,  revised  December  30, 1974  and 
February  4, 1976);  and  National 
Ornament  and  Electric  Lights  Christmas 
Association  (NOEL) — "NOEL  Standard 
Midget  Sets,  September  16, 1975.  The 
Commission  recognized  at  that  time  that 
although  the  voluntary  standards 
included  many  beneficial  features, 
application  of  those  standards  as  they 
existed  would  not  eliminate  or 
sufficiently  reduce  the  unreasonable 
risks  of  injury.  (43  FR  19137)  During  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  the  Commission 
staff  continued  to  work  with  the 
voluntary  standards  organizations  in  an 
effort  to  encourage  improvements  in  the 
voluntary  standards. 

In  response  to  the  Commission’s  work, 
in  July,  1978  UL  revised  its  existing 
standard  to  include  virtually  all  of  the 
requirements  in  the  Commission’s 
proposed  standard.  In  addition,  NOEL 
indicated  in  October  1978  that  it  would 
amend  its  standard  to  include  the 
provisions  of  the  standard 
recommended  to  the  Commission  by  the 
National  Consumers  League.  On  March 
9, 1979,  after  considering  the  existing 
information  on  the  improvements  in  the 
voluntary  standards,  the  Commission 


extended,  until  March  15, 1981  the  date 
by  which  it  must  either  publish  a  final 
standard  or  withdraw  the  proposed 
standard.  (44  FR  13040)  The  reason  for 
the  extension  was  to  allow  the 
Commission  additional  time  in  which  to 
monitor  the  voluntary  standards  before 
making  any  decision  that  a  mandatory 
standard  is  not  necessary  to  protect  the 
public. 

Since  that  time,  the  staff  has  provided 
the  Commission  with  eight  progress 
reports  concerning  the  status  of  the 
voluntary  standards.  The  Commission 
staffs  efforts  to  monitor  the  voluntary 
standard  development  show  that  UL  has 
in  fact,  adopted  the  provisions  of  the 
Commission’s  proposed  standard  and 
has,  in  addition,  adopted  certain 
provisions  for  larger  size  parallel 
connected  light  strings.  The  staff  reports 
also  show  that  NOEL  has  adopted  the 
provisions  of  the  NCL  standard,  with  the 
exception  of  one  testing  requirement. 

The  Commission  has  sponsored  a 
project  with  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  (NBS)  to  monitor  the  degree 
of  compliance  with  the  voluntary 
standards  for  the  1980  Christmas 
season.  The  results  of  these  tests 
showed  a  disappointing  level  of 
conformance  with  the  voluntary 
standards.  However,  the  lights  tested 
represented  the  first  production  year  for 
lights  manufactured  to  meet  the  newly 
upgraded  standards,  so  that  some 
failures  because  of  quality  control 
problems  could  be  corrected  in  a  second 
production  year.  In  the  NBS  tests,  there 
were  serious  deviations  from 
compliance  with  the  voluntary 
standards.  Thirty-six  percent  of  the  UL 
models  tested  and  92  percent  of  the 
NOEL  models  tested  had  more  than  one 
failure  for  more  than  one  test 
requirement.  (The  non-UL  and  non- 
NOEL  models  tested  had  conformance 
results  that  were  between  those  of  the 
UL  and  NOEL  models.)  To  help  address 
this  situation  the  Commission  staff  has 
contacted  the  manufacturers  of  the 
models  that  were  found  not  to  comply 
with  the  voluntary  standards,  and 
informed  of  the  non-compliance.  The 
staff  has  requested  these  manufacturers 
to  provide  information  as  to  why  the 
lights  do  not  conform  to  the  voluntary 
standard  requirements  and  to  advise  the 
Commission  of  any  steps  to  assure 
future  conformance.  The  Commission 
staff  has  also  contacted  UL  and  NOEL 
about  the  test  results.  In  response  to 
these  inquiries,  UL  has  indicated  that  it 
is  interested  in  following  up  on 
deficiencies  under  its  compliance 
program.  NOEL  has  indicated  that  it  will 
make  arrangements  with  a  third  party 
laboratory  to  offer  a  third  party 


certiHcation  program  to  individual 
members  of  the  association,  and  will 
encourage  members  to  use  third  party 
certification  on  an  individual  basis. 

The  staff  has  also  examined  the 
reported  incidents  of  injuries  and  Hres 
associated  with  miniature  Christmas 
tree  lights  from  1977-1980.  Based  on  this 
examination,  the  number  of  fires 
involving  Christmas  tree  lights  appears 
to  have  decreased  in  the  1980  Christmas 
season  compared  to  previous  years. 

From  1977-1979,  there  were  an 
estimated  150  Hres  each  year  caused  by 
miniature  Christmas  tree  lights  based  on 
U.S.  Fire  Administration  data.  Although 
the  data  collection  for  1980  is  not  yet 
complete,  the  number  of  hres  reported  to 
the  Commission  from  newspaper 
clippings  and  consumer  complaints  in 
the  1980  Christmas  season  show  a 
decline  from  those  in  previous  years — 
from  41  in  1977,  37  in  1978,  and  40  in 
1979  to  25  in  1980.  There  have  been  no 
shock  injuries  reported  from  1977-1980, 
except  for  those  involving  consumer 
abuse.  The  number  of  reported  incidents 
involving  melting  or  overheating  of 
component  parts  has  been  decreasing 
continuously  since  1977,  from  53  in  1977 
to  13  in  1980. 

The  Commission  sta^  estimates  that 
in  1980,  38.5  million  miniature  Christmas 
tree  lights  were  imported  into  the  United 
States.  Over  35  million  were  imported 
from  Taiwan  and  Korea.  Only  a  small 
number  of  miniature  Christmas  tree 
lights  were  produced  in  the  United 
States.  The  staff  estimates  that  by  1979, 
over  50  percent  of  miniature  Christmas 
tree  lights  were  UL  listed.  (In  1974  less 
than  20  percent  of  miniature  Qiristmas 
tree  lights  were  UL  listed.) 

Summary  and  Conclusion 

Based  on  the  foregoing  information, 
the  Commission  has  decided  to  propose 
to  withdraw  its  proposed  standard  for 
miniature  Christmas  tree  lights  and 
similar  miniature  decorative  lights. 

There  has  been  a  significant  upgrading 
in  the  voluntary  standards  for  the 
product,  covering  approximately  90 
percent  of  the  entire  industry,  as  a  result 
of  the  Commission’s  efforts  over  the 
past  few  years  to  improve  the  safety  of 
the  prqduct.  The  gross  hazards  of 
exposed  live  parts,  melting,  and  short 
circuits  have  largely  been  resolved,  llie 
voluntary  standards,  if  met  by  industry 
members,  will  suHiciently  reduce  the 
risks  of  injury  from  fire  and  shock  with 
miniature  Christmas  tree  lights.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  notes  that 
there  has  been  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  reported  fires  associated  with 
the  product  in  1980,  as  well  as  a 
continuous  reduction  in  melting  and 
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overheating  incidents  since  1977.  Also 
there  have  been  no  injuries  from 
electrical  shock  except  those  caused  by 
consumer  abuse.  The  Commission, 
therefore,  concludes  that  a  standard  for 
miniature  Christmas  tree  lights  is  not 
reasonably  necessary  at  this  time  to 
eliminate  or  reduce  the  risks  of  injury 
from  fire  and  electric  shock  associated 
with  the  products. 

The  Commission,  however,  remains 
concerned  about  the  level  of 
conformance  to  the  voluntary  standards, 
and  has  instructed  the  staff  to  monitor 
the  industry’s  compliance  with  these 
standards.  This  continued  monitoring 
should  enable  the  Commission  to 
respond  in  an  expeditious  fashion  to  any 
need  for  future  regulation  in  this  area.  If 
in  the  future,  the  Commission  becomes 
aware  of  significant  violations  of  the 
voluntary  standards  that  result  in 
serious  risks  of  injury  from  fire  and 
shock,  the  Commission  will  consider  the 
need  for  action  under  section  15  of  the 
CPSA  (15  U.S.C.  2064).  Moreover, 
manufacturers  (including  importers), 
distributors,  and  retailers  of  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights  who  obtain 
information  supporting  the  conclusion 
that  the  product  contains  a  defect  which 
could  create  a  substantial  product 
hazard  must  immediately  inform  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with  section 
15(b)  of  the  act  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations  at  16  CFR  Part  1115. 

In  accordance  with  section  605(b)  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.^C. 
601  et.  seq.)  the  Commission  certifies 
that  the  proposed  rule  withdrawing  the 
proposed  standard  for  miniature 
Christmas  tree  lights  will  not,  if  issued, 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  In 
contrast  with  a  final  regulation  with 
requirements  that  are  being  or  will  be 
enforced,  the  proposed  standard  which 
is  proposed  to  be  withdrawn  at  this  time 
is  not  binding,  creates  no  obligations, 
and  has  no  legal  impact.  Thus,  any 
action  to  withdraw  the  proposed 
standard  will  also  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  small  entities. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  section 
9(a)(1)(B)  of  the  CPSA,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  withdraw  proposed  Part 
1208  and  solicits  public  comment  on  this 
proposal. 

In  order  to  receive  and  evaluate 
comments  on  this  proposal,  the 
Commission,  for  good  cause  as  an 
administrative  matter,  extends  from 
March  15, 1981  to  September  15, 1981  the 
date  by  which  it  must  either  publish  a 
final  standard  or  withdraw  the  proposal. 


Dated;  March  17, 1981. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6653  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  63SS-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CRF  Part  106 

[Docket  No.  80N-0025] 

Infant  Formula  Quality  Control 
Procedures;  Extension  of  Comment 
Period 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  extending  the 
period  for  submitting  comments  on  its 
proposal  to  establish  a  new  Part  106  (21 
CFR  Part  106),  that  would  require 
quality  control  procedures  for  the 
manufacture  of  infant  formula  products. 
FDA  is  granting  this  extension  in 
response  to  several  requests. 

DATE:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
by  May  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm. 

4-62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Edward  Scarbrough,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-204),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-245-3117. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  30, 1980 
(45  FR  86362),  FDA  proposed  to 
establish  a  new  Part  106  (21  CFR  Part 
106)  that  would  require  quality  control 
procedures  for  the  manufacture  of  infant 
formula  products.  The  proposed 
regulations  specify  a  systematic 
procedure  for  sampling,  testing, 
analyses,  and  recordkeeping  for  in- 
process  and  finished  formulas.  'The 
proposed  regulations  also  would  require 
manufacturers  to  establish  the 
following:  an  acceptance  protocol  for 
ingredients  assuring  that  they  conform 
to  strict  specifications  for  composition 
and  purity:  an  in-process  operational 
control  program  of  ingredient  addition, 
blending,  homogenization,  and 
standardization;  and  a  finished  product 
evaluation  system  that  specifies 
sampling  frequency  and  an  analytical 
format  that  defines  product  release 


ranges  at  which  the  product  may  be 
shipped.  The  proposal  is  intended  to 
ensure  that  infant  formula  products 
contain  the  necessary  nutrients  at  the 
specified  levels  as  required  by  the  Infant 
Formula  Act  of  1980.  Written  comments 
were  to  be  submitted  on  or  before 
March  2, 1981. 

FDA  has  received  requests  for  an 
extension  of  the  comment  period  from 
The  Infant  Formula  and  Nutrition 
Organization,  also  known  as 
FORMULA,  Gerber  Products  Company 
and  the  American  Medical  Association. 
The  requests  are  on  file  with  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch,  FDA. 

After  carefully  evaluating  the 
requests,  FDA  has  concluded  that  an 
extension  is  appropriate  to  provide 
adequate  time  to  prepare  responses  to 
the  proposed  regulations.  FDA 
recognizes  the  significance  of  the  issues 
involved  in  this  matter  and  wishes  to 
ensure  that  all  interested  parties  have  a 
fair  amount  of  time  for  comment. 
Therefore,  FDA  has  concluded  that  the 
comment  period  should  be  extended  an 
additional  60  days. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
May  1, 1981,  submit  to  the  Dockets  ■ 
Management  Branch  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
written  comments  regarding  this 
proposal.  Four  copies  of  any  comments 
are  to  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  one  copy. 
Comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
docket  number  found  in  brackets  in  the 
heading  of  this  document.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  office 
above  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  13. 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A ffairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8355  Tiled  3-16-81: 11:20  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-9-FRL  1783-8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Pian  Revision; 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

summary:  On  February  4, 1981,  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  for  the  San 
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Diego  Air  Basin  nonattainment  area 
plan  was  published  concerning  volatile 
organic  compound  (VOC)  rules.  The 
notice  provided  a  30-day  public 
comment  period.  During  the  comment 
period,  the  EPA  Regional  Office 
received  several  requests  to  extend  the 
comment  period. 

DATES:  This  notice  officially  revises  the 
public  comment  period  and  extends  the 
comment  period  to  April  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Doug  Gretno,  (415)  556-2938. 

Dated;  March  12. 1981. 

Sheila  M.  Prindiville, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

(40  m  Doc.  81-8559  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Transportation  and  Public  Utilities 
Service 

41  CFR  Part  101-7 

Federal  Travel  Regulations 

agency:  General  Services 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  General  Services 
Administration  (GSA)  proposes  to 
revise  the  Federal  Travel  Regulations 
(FTR),  FPMR 101-7,  to  update  and 
improve  relocation  allowances  for 
Federal  employees  who  are  transferred  in 
the  interest  of  the  Government.  These 
proposed  changes  are  the  result  of  a 
comprehensive  study  of  the  adequacy  of 
employee  relocation  allowances 
recently  conducted  jointly  by  GSA  and 
the  OfHce  of  Personnel  Management 
(0PM)  in  coordination  with  the  Oflfice  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB). 
date:  Gomments  and  reconunendations 
must  be  received  on  or  before  May  19. 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
sent  to  the  General  Services  . 
Administration  (TTT),  425  I  Street,  NW., 
Room  3112,  Washington,  D.G.  20406. 

GSA  will  review  all  comments  and 
modify  the  final  regulations  as 
considered  appropriate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Phyllis  Hickman,  Federal  Travel 
Management  Division  (202-275-0651). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  11609  (July  22, 1971) 
and  the  Travel  Expense  Amendments 
Act  of  1975  (Pub.  L.  94-22,  May  19, 1975) 
authorized  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  to  prescribe  the  regulations 
necessary  to  administer  subchapters  I 


and  II  of  chapter  57  of  title  5,  United 
States  Code,  governing  per  diem,  travel, 
transportation,  and  relocation 
allowances  and  entitlements  for  Federal 
civilian  employees.  Under  this  authority, 
GSA  proposes  to  revise  the  Federal 
Travel  Regulations  (FTR),  FPMR  101-7, 
to  improve  relocation  allowances  for 
Federal  civilian  employees  transferred 
in  the  interest  of  the  Government.  These 
proposed  changes  reflect  the 
recommendations  of  a  comprehensive 
study  of  the  adequacy  of  employee 
relocation  allowances  conducted  jointly 
by  GSA  and  OPM  in  coordination  with 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB).  This  review  was  conducted 
because  of  agency  complaints  that 
financial  hardships  were  making  it 
difficult  to  get  well-qualified  and 
experienced  personnel  to  relocate  in  the 
interest  of  the  Government.  The  GSA/ 
OPM  review  group  surveyed  Federal 
civilian  employees  and  their  employing 
agencies  to  determine  the  changes 
necessary  to  alleviate  some  of  the 
financial  burdens  being  encountered  by 
transferred  employees. 

Questionnaires  were  sent  to  35 
Federal  headquarters  agencies  soliciting 
their  views  and  recommendations  for 
changes  to  the  FTR.  In  addition,  a 
survey  sampling  of  employees  who 
moved  during  Fiscal  Year  1979  was 
conducted  to  obtain  actual  costs  and 
other  related  problems  encountered 
during  their  relocation.  Sufficient  data 
received  from  Federal  agencies  and 
those  selected  employees  enabled  the 
GSA  to  recommend  the  following 
proposed  regulatory  changes  to  the 
existing  FTR  allowances  while  other 
recommendations  received  will  require 
statutory  action.  GSA  has  forwarded  a 
draft  legislative  package  to  OMB  for 
consideration. 

Also  included  in  this  regulatory 
proposal  are  recommendations  to 
modify  certaih  travel  allowances.  These 
recommended  changes  are  based  on 
several  employee  suggestions  already 
on  file  with  GSA. 

To  assist  interested  parties  in 
understanding  the  extent  of  the 
proposed  changes  to  the  FTR,  the 
following  explanation  is  furnished: 

a.  Paragraph  l-2.3c  is  revised  to 
permit  agencies  to  restrict 
reimbursement  for  the  use  of  taxicabs  or 
place  a  monetary  limit  on  the  amount  of 
reimbursement  under  certain 
circumstances. 

b.  Paragraph  l-4.2c(3)  is  renumbered 
to  read  l-4.2c(4)  and  a  new  paragraph 
l-4.2c(3)  is  added  to  allow 
reimbursement  for  actual  mileage 
incurred  between  home,  office,  and 
common  carrier  terminals,  when  a 
privately  owned  automobile  is  used  on  a 


voluntary  basis  to  transport  fellow 
travelers  in  connection  with  official 
travel. 

c.  Paragraph  2-1.4d(l)(b)  is  revised  to 
expand  the  definition  of  “immediate 
family”  to  provide  for  the  travel  costs  of 
a  child  bom  after  the  employee  reports 
for  duty  at  the  new  official  station,  if  the 
spouse's  travel  to  the  new  station  at 
Government  expense  is  prevented 
because  of  advanced  stage  of 
pregnancy,  and  paragraph  2-1.4h  is 
revised  for  clarification  and  to  include 
additional  items  which  can  be  shipped 
as  household  goods. 

d.  Paragraph  2-2.3b  is  revised  to 
increase  the  permanent  change  of 
station  mileage  reimbursement  rate  to 
reflect  the  current  airline  fare  level,  and 
paragraph  2-2.3c  is  revised  to  reference 
the  applicable  privately  owned  vehicle 
mileage  reimbiu^ement  rate  as 
prescribed. 

e.  Paragraph  2-3.lb(5)  is  revised  to 
allow  reimbursement  under  the 
miscellaneous  expenses  allowance  for 
unrefundable  or  nontransferable 
contract  costs  incurred  for  private 
institutional  care  for  handicapped 
dependents. 

fi  Paragraph  2-3.3a  (1)  and  (2)  are 
revised  to  increase  the  miscellaneous 
expense  flat  rate  allowances  from  $100 
to  $200  for  an  employee  without 
immediate  family  and  $200  to  $400  for 
an  employee  with  immediate  family. 

g.  Paragraph  2-4.1a  is  revised  to  allow 
reimbursement  for  separate 
househunting  trips  for  the  employee  and 
spouse,  limited  to  the  cost  of  one  round- 
trip  for  employee  and  spouse  traveling 
together,  and  paragraph  2-4.2  is  revised 
to  extend  the  maximum  period  of  time  to 
seek  housing  bom  6  to  10  calendar  days. 

h.  Paragraph  2-5.2c  is  revised  to 
permit  payment  of  temporary  quarters 
subsistence  expenses  when  the 
temporary  quarters  occupied  ultimately 
become  the  employee's  permanent 
residence,  if  the  agency  can  establish 
that  the  original  intent  was  to  occupy 
the  residence  temporarily,  and 
paragraph  2-5.2g  is  revised  for  clarity. 

i.  Paragraph  2-5.4c  is  revised  to  allow 
temporary  quarters  subsistence 
allowance  reimbursement  to  the 
employee  for  the  first  10-day  period  up 
to  the  maximum  per  diem  rate 
prescribed  for  the  locality  (e.g., 
conterminous  United  States  or 
nonforeign  area)  in  which  the  temporary 
quarters  are  located  instead  of  the 
current  75-percent  limitation. 

j.  Paragraph  2-6.1e  is  revised  to 
extend  the  residential  transaction 
eligibility  period  for  an  additional  year 
beyond  the  current  2-year  period  when 
necessary. 
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k.  Paragraph  2-6.2d  is  revised  to  allow 
reimbursement  of  the  loan  origination 
fee  incurred  when  buying  a  new 
residence,  and  paragraph  2-6.2g  is 
revised  to  increase  the  maximum 
reimbursement  limitation  for  the  sale  of 
a  residence  from  $8,000  or  10  percent  of 
the  price,  whichever  is  the  lesser 
amount,  to  $15,000  or  10  percent  of  the 
price,  whichever  is  the  lesser  amount; 
and  the  limitation  on  the  purchase  of  a 
new  residence  is  increased  from  $4,000 
or  5  percent  of  the  price,  whichever  is 
the  lesser  amount,  to  $5,000  or  5  percent 
of  the  price,  whichever  is  the  lesser 
amount. 

l.  Paragraph  2-8.2a  is  revised  to  allow 
the  same  maximum  weight  allowance 
for  shipment  of  household  goods  for  all 
employees  regardless  of  family  status, 
and  paragraph  2-8.2c  is  revised  to 
extend  the  household  goods  temporary 
storage  period  from  60  to  90  days  and  to 
give  agencies  the  authority  to  allow  an 
additional  90  days  under  certain 
conditions. 

Note. — The  General  Services 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
proposal  will  not  be  considered  a  major  rule 
under  E.0. 12291  of  February  17, 1981, 
because  it  is  not  likely  to:  have  an  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or 
more,  cause  a  major  increase  in  costs  or 
prices,  or  result  in  significant  adverse  effects. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
the  Federal  Travel  Regulations  (FPMR 
101-7)  as  follows: 

Chapter  1.  Travel  Allowances 
Part  2.  Transportation  Allowable 

1.  Paragraph  l-2.3c  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

1-2.3.  Local  transportation. 
-***** 

c.  To  and  from  carrier  terminals.  (1) 
Reimbursement  will  be  allowed  for  the 
usual  taxicab  and  airport  limousine 
fares,  plus  tip,  between  a  common 
carrier  or  other  terminal  and  either  the 
employee’s  home  of  official  duty  station 
or  place  of  lodging  at  a  temporary  duty 
point,  or  between  the  airport  and  airport 
limousine  terminal. 

(2)  However,  an  agency  shall  restrict 
the  use  of  taxicabs  hereunder  or  place  a 
monetary  limit  on  the  amount  of  taxicab 
reimbursement  when: 

(a)  Suitable  Government  or  common 
carrier  transportation  service,  including 
airport  limousine  service,  is  available 
for  all  or  part  of  the  distance  involved, 
or 

(b)  Courtesy  transportation  service  is 
provided  by  hotels/motels  between  the 
place  of  lodging  at  the  temporary  duty 
site  and  the  common  carrier  terminal. 


Part  4.  Reimbursement  for  Use  of 
Privately  Owned  Conveyances 

2.  Paragraph  l-4.2c(3)  is  renumbered 
to  read  l-4.2c(4)  and  a  new  paragraph  1- 
4.2c(3)  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

1-4.2.  When  use  of  a  privately 
owned  conveyance  is  advantageous  to 
the  Government. 

***** 

c.  *  *  * 

(3)  Privately  owned  conveyance 
instead  of  taxicab  used  to  transport 
other  employees  between  residence, 
office,  and  common  carrier  terminals. 
Instead  of  payment  under  (2)  and  (3) 
above,  payment  may  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  actual  mileage  incurred  at  the 
rate  of  22.5  cents  per  mile  without  the 
taxifare  limitation  when  an  employee 
uses  a  privately  owned  conveyance  to 
pick  up  and  transport  other  employees 
traveling  between  home,  office,  and 
common  carrier  terminals  incident  to  a 
temporary  duty  assignment.  Employee 
participation  under  this  provision  is 
voluntary. 

***** 
h.  Household  goods.  (1)  All  personal 
property  associated  with  the  home  and 
all  personal  effects  belonging  to  an 
employee  and  the  immediate  family 
when  shipment  or  storage  begins,  which 
can  be  legally  accepted  and  transported 
as  household  goods  by  an  authorized 
commercial  carrier  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  established  or 
approved  by  an  appropriate  Federal  or 
State  regulatory  authority,  except  the 
following: 

(a)  Boats  and  airplanes; 

(b)  Live  animals,  birds,  fowls,  and 
reptiles; 

(c)  Cordwood  and  building  materials; 

(d)  Property  for  resale,  disposal,  or 
commercial  use  rather  than  for  use  by 
the  employee  or  the  immediate  family; 
and 

(e)  A  privately  owned  motdr  vehicle 
that: 

(1)  Is  self-propelled; 

(ii)  Is  required  to  be  licensed  to  travel 
overland  on  the  public  highways; 

(iii)  Has  four  or  more  wheels; 

(iv)  Is  designed  to  carry  passengers  or 
property;  and 

(v)  Is  not  owned  by  the  Government 
and  is  in  the  possession  of  and  used  by 
the  employee  or  the  immediate  family 
for  the  primary  purpose  of  providing 
personal  transportation. 

(2)  A  vehicle  with  two  or  three  wheels 
may  be  shipped  as  household  goods  or, 
if  authorized,  may  be  shipped  as  a 
privately  owned  vehicle  under  Part  10  of 
this  chapter. 

(3)  Generally  carriers’  tariffs  prohibit 
household  goods  carriers  from  accepting 
the  articles  listed  below  for  shipment. 


Agencies  are  advised  to  consult 
applicable  tariffs  or  to  contact  the 
carrier  involved  if  problems  arise 
concerning  shipment  of  the  following 
prohibited  articles: 

(a)  Property  liable  to  impregnate  or 
otherwise  damage  equipment  or  other 
property  (e.g.,  hazardous  articles, 
including  explosives,  flammable  and 
corrosive  materials,  poisons,  etc.). 

(b)  Articles  which  cannot  be  taken 
from  the  premises  without  damage  to 
the  article  or  the  premises. 

(c)  Perishable  articles,  including 
frozen  foods,  articles  requiring 
refrigeration,  or  perishable  plants 
unless: 

(i)  Shipment  is  to  be  transported  not 
more  than  150  miles  and/or  delivery 
accomplished  within  24  hours  from  the 
time  of  loading. 

(ii)  No  storage  of  shipment  is  required, 
and 

(iii)  No  preliminary  or  enroute 
servicing  or  watering  or  other 
preservative  method  is  required  of  the 
carrier. 

(4)  Items  of  extreme  value  or 
sentiment  are  not  provided  special 
security.  Employees  and  their  immediate 
families  are  advised  to  personally 
transport  these  items. 
***** 

Chapter  2.  Relocation  Allowances 
Part  1.  Applicability  and  General  Rules 

3.  Paragraphs  2-1.4d(l)(b)  and  2-1 .4h 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

2-1.4.  Definitions. — As  used  in  these 
regulations,  and  unless  otherwise 
specifically  provided  in  these 
regulations,  the  following  definitions 
apply: 

***** 
d.  *  *  * 

***** 

(b)  Children  of  the  employee  or 
employee’s  spouse  who  are  unmarried 
and  under  21  years  of  age  or  who, 
regardless  of  age,  are  physically  or 
mentally  incapable  of  self-support.  (The 
term  “children”  shall  include  natural 
offspring;  stepchildren;  adopted 
children;  grandchildren,  legal  minor 
wards,  or  other  dependent  children  who 
are  under  legal  guardianship  of  the 
employee  or  employee’s  spouse;  and  a 
child  born  after  the  employee’s  effective 
date  of  transfer  when  the  travel  of  the 
employee’s  expectant  spouse  to  the  new 
official  station  is  prevented  at  the  time 
of  the  transfer  because  of  advanced 
stage  of  pregnancy  or  other  reasons 
acceptable  to  the  agency  concerned.) 
-***** 
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Part  2.  Allowances  For  Subsistence  and 
Transportation 

4.  Paragraphs  2-2.3  b  and  c  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

2-2.3.  For  use  of  a  pri vately  owned 
automobile  in  connection  with 
permanent  change  of  station. 
***** 

b.  Mileage  rates  prescribed.  Payment 
of  mileage  allowances  when  authorized 
or  approved  in  connection  with  transfer 
shall  be  allowed  as  follows: 


Mileage 


Occupants  ol  automobile  rate 

(cents) 


Employee  only;  or  one  member  of  immediale 

family . IS 

Employee  and  one  member;  or  two  members  ol 

imm^iate  family .  17 

Employee  and  two  members;  or  three  members 

of  immediate  family .  19 

Employee  and  three  or  more  members;  or  four 
or  more  members  of  immediato  family .  21 


c.  Mileage  rates  in  special 
circumstances.  Heads  of  agencies  may 
prescribe  that  travel  orders  or  other 
administrative  determinations  specify' 
higher  mileage  rates  at  a  rate  not  more 
than  the  maximum  rate  prescribed  in  1- 
4.2a(2)  for  individual  transfers  of 
employees  or  transfers  of  groups  of 
employees  when: 

***** 

Part  3.  Allowances  for  Miscellaneous 
Expenses 

5.  Paragraph  2-3.lb(5)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

2-3.1.  Applicability. 
***** 


b.  *  *  * 

(5)  Forfeiture  losses  on  medical, 
dental,  and  food  locker  contracts  that 
are  not  transferable;  and  contracts  for 
private  institutional  care,  such  as  that 
provided  for  handicapped  or  invalid 
dependents  only,  which  are  not 
transferable  or  refundable;  and 

6.  Paragraphs  2-3.3a(l)  and  (2)  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

2-3.3.  Allowable  Amount. 


(1)  $200  or  the  equivalent  of  1  week’s 
basic  pay,  whichever  is  the  lesser 
amount,  for  an  employee  without 
immediate  family;  and 

(2]  $400  or  the  equivalent  of  2  week’s 
basic  pay,  whichever  is  the  lesser 
amount,  for  an  employee  with 
immediate  family. 
***** 


Part  4.  Travel  to  Seek  Residence 
Quarters 

7.  Paragraph  2-4.1a  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

2-4.1.  Applicability  of  and  general 
policy  for  authorizing  travel  to  seek 
residence  quarters. 

a.  PajTnent  of  travel  and 
transportation  expenses  of  the  employee 
and  spouse  traveling  together,  or  the 
employee  and  spouse  traveling 
separately  provided  the  cost  is  limited 
to  the  cost  of  one  round  trip  for  the 
employee  and  spouse  together,  between 
the  localities  of  the  old  and  new  duty 
stations  to  seek  housing,  may  be 
authorized  when  circumstances  warrant. 
A  round  trip  performed  by  the  employee 
for  this  purpose  must  be  accomplished 
before  reporting  to  the  new  official 
station.  This  trip  by  the  spouse  traveling 
separately  or  traveling  with  the 
employee  may  be  accomplished  at  any 
time  before  relocation  of  the  family  to 
the  new  official  station  but  not  after  the 
expiration  of  the  maximum  time  for 
beginning  allowable  travel  and  ■ 
transportation.  (See  paragraph  2- 
1.5a(2).]  An  appropriate  official  of  the 
agency  who  will  be  responsible  for 
payment  of  the  travel  and  transportation 
allowances  for  the  employee  shall 
decide  whether  this  trip  should  be 
authorized. 

***** 

8.  Paragraph  2-4.2  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

2-4.2.  Duration  of  trip.  The  round 
trip  should  be  allowed  for  a  reasonable 
period  of  time  considering  distance 
between  the  old  and  new  ofHcial 
stations,  mode  of  transportation  to  be 
used,  and  the  housing  situation  at  the 
new  official  station  location.  In  no 
instance  shall  the  period  of  the  round 
trip  at  Government  expense  be  allowed 
in  excess  of  10  calendar  days,  including 
travel  time.  In  authorizing  or  allowing  a 
particular  mode  of  transportation, 
consideration  shall  be  given  to  providing 
minimum  time  en  route  and  maximum 
time  at  the  new  official  station  locality. 
Accordingly,  if  the  use  of  a  privately 
owned  automobile  is  permitted,  this  use 
is  considered  advantageous  to  the 
Government  and  the  mileage  allowance 
shall  be  as  provided  in  paragraphs  2- 
2.3b  and  c.  Reasonable  expenses  for 
local  transportation  at  the  location  of 
the  new  official  station  shall  be  allowed. 
Agencies  may  authorize  local 
transportation  by  common  carrier,  local 
transit  systems,  GSA  contract  rental  or 
other  commercially  rented  automobiles, 
or  privately  owned  automobiles; 
however,  the  mode  of  local 
transportation  must  be  consistent  with 
the  mode  of  transportation  authorized 


for  travel  to  and  fix)m  the  new  o^cial 
station.  Expenses  for  the  use  of  taxis 
shall  be  limited  to  transportation 
between  depots,  airports,  or  other 
carrier  terminals  and  place  of  lodging. 

Part  5.  Subsistence  While  Occupying 
Temporary  Quarters 

9.  Paragraphs  2-5.2  c  and  g  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

2-5.2.  Conditions  and  limitations  for 
eligibility. 

*  *  *  *  * 

c.  What  constitutes  temporary 
quarters.  Generally,  the  term 
“temporary  quarters’’  refers  to  lodging 
obtained  fiom  private  or  commercial 
sources  for  the  purpose  of  temporary 
occupancy  after  vacating  the  residence 
occupied  when  the  transfer  was 
authorized.  However,  occupancy  of 
temporary  quarters  that  eventually 
becomes  the  employee’s  permanent 
residence  shall  not  prevent  payment  of 
temporary  quarters  allowance  if,  in  the 
agency’s  judgment,  the  employee  shows 
satisfactorily  that  the  quarters  occupied 
were  intended  initially  to  be  only 
temporary. 

***** 

g.  Effect  of  partial  days.  (1)  The 
following  guidelines  shall  be  used  for 
determining  the  eligibility  period  for 
temporary  quarters,  subsistence 
expense  reimbursement  and  in 
computing  maximum  reimbursement 
when  occupancy  of  temporary  quarters 
for  reimbursement  purposes  occurs  the 
same  day  that  en  route  travel  per  diem 
ends: 

(a)  For  en  route  travel  of  more  than  24 
hours,  reimbursement  for  temporary 
quarters  subsistence  expenses  shall 
start  at  the  beginning  of  the  calendar 
day  quarter  immediately  following 
termination  of  the  en  route  travel  per 
diem.  This  will  be  considered  the  first 
full  day  of  the  entitlement  period  for  the 
purpose  of  computing  maximum 
reimbursement. 

(b)  For  en  route  travel  of  24  hours  or 
less,  reimbursement  for  temporary 
quarters  subsistence  expenses  shall 
start  at  the  beginning  of  the  same 
calendar  day  quarter  in  which  en  route 
travel  per  diem  ends  upon  arrival  at 
destination.  This  will  be  considered  the 
first  full  day  of  the  entitlement  period 
for  the  purpose  of  computing  maximum 
reimbursement. 

(2)  In  all  other  cases,  the  temporary 
quarters  period  shall  start  with  the  first 
quarter  of  the  calendar  day  in  which 
temporary  quarters  subsistence  expense 
reimbursement  is  claimed:  Provided, 
That  temporary  quarters  are  occupied 
during  that  calendar  day. 
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(3)  The  temporary  quarters  period 
shall  terminate  at  midnight  of  the  last 
day  of  eligibility. 

*  «  *  *  « 

10.  Paragraph  2-5.4c  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

2-5.4.  Allowable  amount 

it  H  it  * 

c.  Computation  of  maximum.  The 
amount  which  may  be  reimbursed  for 
temporary  quarters  subsistence 
expenses  shall  be  the  lesser  of  either  (1) 
the  actual  amount  of  allowable  expense 
incurred  for  each  10-day  period  or  (2) 
the  amount  computed  as  follows: 

(1)  For  the  first  10  days,  (a)  For  the 
employee,  a  daily  rate  not  more  than  the 
maximum  per  diem  rate  prescribed  for 
the  locality  in  which  the  temporary 
quarters  are  located  (see  1-7.2  a  or  b); 
and 

(b)  For  each  member  of  the 
employee's  immediate  family,  two-thirds 
of  the  employee’s  daily  rate  established 
in  (a),  above. 

(2)  For  the  second  10  days,  (a)  For  the 
employee,  two-thirds  of  the  daily  rate 
established  for  the  employee  for  the  first 
10  days  in  2-5.4c(l)(a);  and 

(b)  For  each  member  of  the 
employee’s  immediate  family,  two-thirds 
of  the  daily  rate  established  for 
members  of  the  immediate  family  for  the 
first  10  days  in  2-5.4c(l)(b). 

(3)  For  the  third  10  days  and  for  any 
portion  of  an  authorized  additional  30- 
day  period,  (a)  For  the  employee,  one- 
half  of  the  daily  rate  established  for  the 
employee  for  the  first  10  days  in  2- 
5.4c{l)(a). 

(b)  For  each  member  of  the 
employee’s  immediate  family,  one-half 
of  the  daily  rate  established  for 
members  of  the  immediate  family  for  the 
first  10  days  in  2-5.4c(l){b). 

*  «  *  *  * 

Port  6.  Allowances  for  Expenses 
Incurred  in  Connection  With  Residence 
Transactions 

11.  Paragraph  2-6.1e  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

2-6.1.  Conditions  and  requirements 
under  which  allowances  are  payable. 

e.  Time  limitation.  The  settlement 
dates  for  the  sale  and  purchase  or  lease 
termination  transactions  for  which 
reimbursement  is  requested  are  not  later 
than  1  (initial)  year  after  the  date  that 
the  employee  reported  at  the  new 
official  station.  Upon  an  employee’s 
written  request,  this  time  limit  for 
completion  of  the  sale  and  purchase  or 
lease  termination  transaction  may  be 
extended  by  the  head  of  the  agency  or  a 
designee,  for  an  additional  period  of 
time  not  to  exceed  1  year  regardless  of 


the  reasons,  if  it  is  determined  that  the 
particular  residence  transaction  is 
reasonably  related  to  the  transfer  of 
official  station.  Further,  when 
extenuating  circumstances  prevent  the 
employee  from  completing  the  sale  and 
purchase  or  lease  termination 
transactions  in  the  above  time  frame, 
upon  an  employee’s  written  request, 
the  time  limit  may  be  extended  beyond 
the  2-year  period  for  an  additional 
period  of  time  not  to  exceed  1  additional 
year,  by  the  agency  head  or  a  designee. 
Agencies  are  advised  to  carefully 
review  the  employee’s  request  to  ensure 
that  the  circumstances  for  the  request 
indicate  the  additional  time  is  necessary 
and  the  sale  and/or  purchase  in 
reasonably  related  to  the  transfer. 

12.  Paragraphs  2-6.2  d  and  g  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

2-6.2.  Reimbursable  and 
nonreimbursable  expenses. 
***** 

d.  Miscellaneous  expenses — (1) 
Reimbursable  items.  'The  expenses 
listed  below  are  reimbursable  in 
connection  with  the  sale  and  purchase 
of  residences,  provided  they  are 
customarily  paid  by  the  seller  of  a 
residence  in  the  locality  of  the  old 
official  station  or  by  the  purchaser  of  a 
residence  at  the  new  official  station  to 
the  extent  they  do  not  exceed  amounts 
customarily  paid  in  the  locality  of  the 
residence. 

(a)  FHA  or  VA  fee  for  the  loan 
application; 

(b)  Loan  origination  fee; 

(cj  Costs  of  preparing  credit  reports; 

(d)  Mortgage  and  transfer  taxes; 

(e)  State  revenue  stamps; 

(f)  Other  fees  and  charges  similar  in 
nature  to  those  listed  above,  unless 
specifically  prohibited  in  (2),  below; 

(g)  Charge  for  prepayment  of  a 
mortgage  or  other  security  instrument  in 
connection  with  the  sale  of  a  residence 
at  the  old  official  station  to  the  extent 
the  terms  in  the  mortgage  or  other 
security  instrument  provide  for  this 
charge.  This  prepayment  penalty  is  also 
reimbursable  when  the  mortgage  or 
other  security  instrument  does  not 
specifically  provide  for  prepayment, 
provided  this  penalty  is  customarily 
charged  by  the  lender  but  in  that  case 
the  reimbursement  may  not  exceed  3 
months’  prevailing  interest  on  the  loan 
balance. 

(h)  Mortgage  title  policy  paid  for  by 
the  employee  on  a  residence  purchased 
by  the  employee  for  the  protection  of, 
and  required  by,  the  lender; 

(i)  Owner’s  title  policy,  provided  it  is  a 
prerequisite  to  financing  or  the  transfer 
of  property;  or  the  cost  of  the  owner’s 


title  policy  is  inseparable  from  the  cost 
of  other  insurance,  which  is  a 
prerequisite  to  financing  or  the  transfer 
of  property; 

(j)  ^penses  in  connection  with 
construction  of  a  residence,  which  are 
comparable  to  expenses  that  are 
reimbursable  in  connection  with  the 
purchase  of  an  existing  residence; 

(2)  Nonreimbursable  items.  Except  as 
specifically  provided  in  (1),  above,  the 
following  items  of  expense  are  not 
reimbursable: 

(a)  Owner’s  title  policy,  “record  title” 
policy,  mortgage  insurance  or  insurance 
against  loss  or  damage  of  property,  and 
optional  insurance  paid  for  by  the 
employee  in  connection  with  the 
purchase  of  a  residence  for  the 
protection  of  the  employee; 

(b)  Interest  on  loans,  points,  and 
mortgage  discounts; 

(c)  Property  taxes; 

(d)  Operating  or  maintenance  costs; 

(e)  No  fee,  cost,  charge,  or  expense 
determined  to  be  part  of  the  finance 
charge  under  the  Truth  in  Lending  Act, 
Title  I,  Pub.  L.  90-321,  and  Regulation  Z 
issued  in  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  90-321 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  unless 
specifically  authorized  in  (1),  above;  and 

(f)  Expenses  that  result  from 
construction  of  a  residence. 
***** 

g.  Overall  limitations.  The  total 
amount  of  expenses  that  may  be 
reimbursed  is  as  follows: 

(1)  In  connection  with  the  sale  of  the 
residence  at  the  old  official  station, 
reimbursement  shall  not  exceed  10 
percent  of  the  actual  sale  price  or 
$15,000,  whichever  is  the  lesser  amount. 

(2)  In  connection  with  the  purchase  of 
a  residence  at  the  new  official  station, 
reimbursement  shall  not  exceed  5 
percent  of  the  purchase  price  or  $5,000, 
whichever  is  the  lesser  amount. 


Part  8.  Transportaiicn  and  Temporary 
Storage  of  Household  Goods 

13.  Paragraphs  2-8.2a  and  c  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

2-8.2.  General  limitations. 

a.  Maximum  weight  allowance.  The 
maximum  weight  of  household  goods 
that  may  be  transported  or  stored  in 
connection  therewith  at  Government 
expense  is  limited  to  11,000  pounds  net 
weight  for  all  employees.  The  total 
weight  of  household  goods  stored  under 
2-9.2  plus  the  weight  of  household  goods 
transported  under  this  Part  8  shall  not 
exceed  the  above  maximum  weight 
allowance. 

***** 
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c.  Temporary  storage  time  limit.  The 
time  allowable  for  temporary  storage  in 
connection  with  an  authorized  shipment 
of  household  goods  shall  not  exceed  a 
period  of  90  days.  This  time  period  also 
applies  when  an  employee  returns  to  his 
or  her  place  of  actual  residence  for  leave 
before  serving  a  new  tour  of  duty 
outside  the  conterminous  United  States 
either  at  a  different  post  of  duty  or  at  the 
same  post  of  duty  if  the  storage  is 
provided  instead  of  furnished  quarters 
or  a  quarters  allowance.  However,  upon 
an  employee’s  written  request,  the  initial 
90  days  period  may  be  extended  an 
additional  period  not  to  exceed  90  days 
under  certain  conditions  if  approved  by 
the  agency  head  or  a  designee, 
justification  for  an  additional  storage 
period  may  include  but  is  not  limited  to 
the  following  reasons: 

(1)  An  intervening  temporary  duty  or 
long  term  training  assignment: 

(2)  Nonavailability  of  suitable 
housing: 

(3)  Completion  of  residence  under 
construction: 

(4)  Serious  illness  of  employee  or 
illness  or  death  of  a  dependent:  or 

(5)  Strikes,  acts  of  God,  or  other 
circumstances  beyond  the  control  of  the 
employee. 

***** 

(Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  390  (40  U.S.C.  486(c))) 

Dated:  February  26, 1981. 

Ray  Kline, 

Acting  Administrator  of  Genera!  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8.'>54  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  um| 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6007] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Zone  and  Base  Flood 
Elevation  Determinations  for  the  City 
of  Van  Buren,  Crawford  County,  Ark. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zones  and  base  flood  elevations  as 
described  below. 

The  proposed  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations  are  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  partcipation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 


dates:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
Hood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
zones  and  base  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
Mayor.  City  Hall.  1000  East  Main,  Van 
Buren,  Arkansas. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Robert  E.  Bell,  Mayor,  City  of  Van 
Buren,  1000  East  Main,  Van  Buren. 
Arkansas  72956. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  &  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW..  Washington,  DC 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line 
(800)  424-8872  (in  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
call  toll  free  (800)  424-9080).  . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zones  and  base 
flood  elevations  for  the  City  of  Van 
Buren,  Arkansas,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234). 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L. 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
Part  67. 

These  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations,  together  with  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  It  should  not 
be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  for  new  buildings  and 
their  contents  and  for  the  second  layer 
of  insurance  on  existing  buildings  and 
their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are  as 
follows: 


Source  of 
flooding 

Location 

Eleva¬ 

tion 

(NGDV) 

Town  Branch . 

At  the  southernmost  corpo¬ 
rate  limits. 

399 

At  Oak  Grove  Road . 

404 

At  Alma  Boulevard . 

442 

Just  upstream  of  North  24th 
Street. 

462 

At  the  Limit  ol  Detailed  Study 

483 

Town  Branch 

At  the  confluence  with  Flat 

399 

Overflow. 

Rock  Creek. 

Approximately  1,300  feet 
downstream  from  the  con- 
Huence  of  Town  8rarx:h. 

401 

Flat  Rock  Creek ... 

.  At  the  confluence  with  Town 
Branch  Overflow. 

399 

Approximately  300  feet  down¬ 
stream  from  Oak  Grove 
Road. 

401 

Just  upstream  of  U  S.  Routes 
64  and  71. 

429 

Approximately  1.500  feet  up¬ 
stream  from  U.S.  Routes  64 
and  71. 

434 

Arkansas  River . 

.  At  the  westernmost  corporate 

414 

limits 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28. 1968),  as  amended:  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  6. 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8584  Filed  3-19-81;  B;45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  67ie-03-M 

44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FI-4088] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Revision  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  La  Plata  County, 
Colo. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  La  Plata 
County,  Colorado. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  43  FR  27197  and 
27198  on  june  23, 1978  and  in  the 
Durango  Herald,  published  on  or  about 
May  22. 1978,  and  May  23. 1978,  and 
hence  supersedes  those  previously 
published  rules. 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
community. 
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ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  the  La  Plata  County  Courthouse,  1060 
Second  Avenue,  Durango,  Colorado. 

Send  comments  to:  the  Honorable  R. 

T.  Scott,  P.O.  Box  30220,  Durango, 
Colorado  81301. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5585, 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  La 
Plata  County,  Colorado,  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a)). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are: 


#Deptt) 
in  feet 


Source  of 
flooding 

Location 

above 
ground 
^Eleva¬ 
tion  in 
feet 
(NGVD) 

Animas  River 

Along  Denver  and  Rio  Grande 

•6,553 

near  Durango. 

Western  Railroad  (River 
side  of  Railroad)  approxi¬ 
mate  0.2  mile  north  along 
U.S.  Route  SSO  from  Hospi¬ 
tal  in  Durango. 

Durango  Corporate  Limits  at 
Station  66.26  upstream  side. 

•6,547 

Durango  Corporate  Limits  at 
Station  62.40  downstream 
side. 

•6,462 

La  Posta  Road  (New  Bridge) 
upstream  side. 

•6,454 

too  feet  downstream  of  Old 
La  Posta  Road  Bridge. 

-6,449 

Junction  Creek _ 

.  Private  Drive  Bridge  No  3 

•6.776 

downstream  tide. 


Source  of 
Wooding 


#Depttt 

in 

above 
ground 
*  Eleva- 
•on  In 
feet 


(NGVD) 

Private  Drive  Bridge  Na  2  up¬ 
stream  side. 

*6,767 

Private  Drive  Bridge  No.  1  up¬ 
stream  side. 

•6,754 

Dry  Gulch  Creek  _. 

On  Oeek  side  of  Dirt  Road 
0.8  mile  north  along  Dirt 
Road  from  Y  intersection  in 
Durango  (Dirt  Road  is  paral¬ 
lel  to  Dry  Gulch  Oeek). 

•6,830 

Corporate  Limits  at  Nation 
3,750  upstream  side. 

*6,690 

Lightner  Oeek . 

Bridge  No.  1 1  downstream 
side. 

•7,160 

Bridge  No.  10  upstream  side . 

*6,908 

Bridge  No.  9  upstream  side _ 

*6,856 

Bridge  No.  8  downstream  side- 

•6,711 

Bridge  No.  4  upstream  side . 

*6,585 

Bridge  No.  3  upstream  side _ 

*6,546 

Vallecilo  Creek . 

Upper  Oxinty  Road  Bridge 
upstream  side. 

*7,835 

Uppr  County  Road  Bridge 
downstream  side. 

*7,833 

Lower  County  Road  Bridge 
upstream  side. 

*7,690 

Lower  County  Road  Bridge 
downstream  side. 

*7,689 

50  leet  downstream  of  Lower 
County  Road  Bridge. 

*7,688 

Los  Pinos  River 

Highway  160  Bridge  upstream 

6,866 

at  Bayfield. 

side. 

Downstream  of  Bayfield  Cor¬ 
porate  Limits  (approximately 
1,3(X)  feet  downstream  of 
Highway  160  (alternate) 
Bridge). 

*6,854 

Los  Pinos  River 
at  Ignacio. 

Bridge  No.  2  upstream  side _ 

*6,480 

Bridge  No.  2  downstream  side.. 

*6,477 

Bridge  No.  1  upstream  side — 

•6,441 

Grimes  Oeek . 

.  First  Private  Drive  -down¬ 
stream  of  Upper  County 
Road. 

*7,775 

Lower  County  Road  Bridge 
upstream  side. 

•7,693 

Lower  County  Road  Bridge 
downstream  side. 

*7,691 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued;  February  27, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  01-8585  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  6012] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  Connecticut  et  al. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 


SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  and  proposed  changes  to  base 
flood  elevations  for  selected  locations  in 
the  nation.  These  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  e^ect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  each 
community. 

ADDRESSES:  See  table  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  426-1460  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-^872,  (In  Alaska 
and  Hawaii  call  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424- 
9080),  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  nation,  in 
accordance  with  section  110  and  section 
206  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
Part  67.4(a)  (presently  appearing  at  its 
former  Title  24,  Chapter  10,  Part 
1917,4  (a)). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  60.3  (formerly  §  1910.3)  of 
the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  They  should 
not  be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


#Dep(h  in 
feet  above 

in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Upstream  of  State  Route  87 _ _  *126 

Upstream  of  Murphy  Hoad . . . .  *140 

Approximately  1,680'  upstream  of  Murphy  Road _  *146 

Approximately  3,175'  downstream  of  Meeting  House  *161 

Hill  Road. 

Approximately  1,050'  downstream  of  Meeting  House  *181 

Hill  Road. 

Downstream  of  Meeting  House  Hill  Road _  *206 

Approximately  430'  downstream  of  Franklin  Road .  *  1 1 7 

Approximately  140'  upstream  of  Franklin  Road .  *117 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Planning  Board,  Franklin  Town  Hall,  Meetinghouse  Road,  Franklin,  Connecticut. 

Serxf  comments  to  Honorable  Grace  Curran,  Rrst  Selectwoman  of  Franklin,  Town  HaH,  Meetinghouse  Road,  Franklin,  Connecticut  06254. 

Maine .  Bridgton,  Town,  Cumberland  County _ _  Stevens  Brook. 


Willett  Brook. 


Com  Shop  Brook 


Long  Lake _ 

Highland  Lake 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Bridgton  Municipal  Building.  48  Main  StreeL  Bndgton,  Maine. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Robert  Hatch,  Chairman  of  the  Bridgton  Board  of  Selectmen,  Municipal  Building,  48  Main  Street  Bridgton.  Maine  04009. 


Massachusetts.... -  Bridgewater,  Town,  Plymouth  County - Matfield  River . . . Confluence  with  Taunton  River _  *33 

Dovmstream  of  West  Pond  Street _  *33 

Upstream  of  West  Pond  Street . .  *35 

Sawmill  Brook .  effluence  with  Taunton  River _  *23 

Downstream  of  State  Routes  16  and  28 _  *23 

Upstream  of  State  Routes  16  and  26 _  *25 

Approximately  1,400'  upsVeam  of  State  Routes  18  *26 

and  28. 

Snows  Brook .  Confluence  with  Taunton  River _  *22 

Upstream  of  South  Street . — _  *31 

Approximately  1,200'  downstream  of  Footbridge  *33 

Approximately  500'  downstream  of  Footbridge _  *35 

Downstream  of  Footbndge . .  -  *37 

Upstream  of  Footbridge . *38 

Approximately  1,100'  downstream  of  Cross  Street .  *40 

Approximately  500' downstream  of  Cross  Street _  *42 

Downstream  of  Cross  Street . *44 

^  Upstream  of  Cross  Street . *48 

Approximately  500' upstream  of  Cross  Street _  *50 

Approximately  1.000'  upstream  of  Cross  Street _  *53 

Approximately  1,500'  upstream  of  Cross  Street _  *55 

ApfK-oximately  1,300'  downstream  of  Forest  Street .  *58 

Approximately  TOO'  downstream  of  Forest  Street _ _  *60 

•  Downstream  of  Forest  Street _ _  *62 

Upstream  of  Forest  Street . . . .  *68 

South  Brook .  Confluence  with  Town  River . *36 

Downstream  of  Water  Street  (Upper  erpaaingt _ —  *36 

Upstream  of  Water  Street  (Upper  crossing) _  *41 

Approximately  450'  downstream  of  Conrail _  *41 

(Townstream  of  Conrail _ *47 

Upstream  of  Conrail . *51 

Downstream  of  Sommer  Street . *51 

Upstream  of  Summer  Street . *55 

Approximately  1,500' downstream  of  Bedford  Street _  *55 

Approximately  1(X)'  dowrrstream  of  Bedford  Street _  *57 

Bedford  Street . *64 

Taunton  River . .  Corporate  Limits . .  *21 

Downstream  of  Plymouth  Street _ _ _  *22 

Confluence  of  SawmiH  Brook _  *23 

Upstream  of  Bedford  Street _ _ _  *24 

Upstream  of  Titicut  Street . . . . .  *25 

Downstream  of  Woodward  Bndge _ _ _  *26 

'  Dowrrstream  of  Auburn  Street . .  *27 

Downstream  of  Cherry  Street . *28 

Approximately  1,500'  upstream  of  Cherry  Street _  *29 

Dowrrstream  of  Dam . *30 

Downstream  of  Min  Street . . . .  *31 

Upstream  of  MiH  Street _  *32 

Confluence  of  Town  and  Mattfield  Rivers _ _  *33 

Confluence  with  Taunton  River . - .  *33 


. . Kansas  Road . *336 

Approximately  100'  downstream  of  Strtith  Avetrue .  *346 

Approximately  250'  upstream  of  Smith  Avenue .  *358 

Apjxoximately  90'  downstream  of  footbridge  (dowrv  *365 

stream  footbridge). 

Upstream  of  footbridge  (dowrrstream  footbridge)... .  *374 

Approxinratety  70*  dowrstream  of  Bisbee  Dam...—. . .  *380 

Upstream  of  Bisbee  Dam . .  *390 

Upstream  of  Portland  Street  (U.S.  Route  302) _ *397 

Upstream  of  Main  Street  (U.S.  Route  302) _  *407 

•  Dowristream  of  dam  arid  footbridge..- _ _  *417 

Upstream  of  dam  and  footbridge . - . .  *427 

(fowiistream  of  Highland  Lake  Dam . - . *428 

.  Confluence  with  Stevens  Brook . *403 

Upstream  of  Willett  Road . .  '*407 

.  Coiifluence  with  Stevens  Brook . *403 

Upstream  of  Park  Street . . — _ _  *405 

_ _  Entire  shoreline  within  Corporate  Limits _  *274 

_  Entire  shoreline  within  Corporate  Limits _ — *428 


Connecticut .  Franklin,  Town,  New  London  County . . . Susquetonscut  River 


Yantic  River. 


Town  River 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 

• 

•• 

State 

City/town/county  Source  of  flooding 

Location 

iTDepth  in 
feet  above 
wound. 
•Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 

Approximately  550'  upstream  ol  confluence  with  Taun¬ 
ton  River. 

Approximately  2,000’  upstream  of  Hayward  Street . 

Upstream  of  Broad  Street . 

Downstream  of  Oak  Street . 

Upstream  ol  Oak  Street 
Upstream  of  Dirt  Road 

Downstream  of  High  Street . 

Upstream  of  High  Street . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Engineering  Office,  Academy  Building,  Central  Square,  Bridgewater. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  Hickey,  Selectman,  Town  Offices,  Central  Square,  Bridgewater,  Massachusetts  02324. 


Massachusetts .  Dudley,  Town.  Worcester  County . . .  French  River .  Downstream  of  Perryville  Road . 

Upstream  of  Perryville  Road 
Upstream  of  Hill  Street 
Upstream  of  Chase  Avenue 
Upstream  ol  Peter  Street 

Downstream  of  Dam  (Approximately  1,400’  upstream 
ol  Peter  Street). 

Upstream  of  Dam  (Approximately  1,400'  upstream  of 
Peter  Street). 

Downstream  of  Dam  (Approximately  650'  downstream 
ol  North  Main  Street). 

Upstream  of  Dam  (Approximately  650’  downstream  of 
North  Main  Street). 

Quinebaug  River . . .  Downstream  Ckirporate  Limits . . . . . 

Approximately  3,760'  upstream  of  State  Route  131 . 

Peck  Avenue  (Extended) . 

Downstream  of  Providence  and  Worcester  Company 
Railroad. 

Upstream  of  Boise  Cascade  Company  Dam . 

Tributary  1 . . .  Nw  Pond . 

.  Downstream  of  Mason  Road . 

Approximately  1,000'  upstream  of  Mason  Road- . 

Mails  available  for  inspection  at  the  Selectman's  Office,  Dudley  Town  Halt  Dudley,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Shirley  B.  KiKan,  Chairman  ol  the  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Dudley,  Massachusetts  02109. 


*35 

•36 

•37 

*38 

•39 

•40 

*41 

•48 

•49 


*392 

*402 

*411 

•417 

*421 

*426 

*435 

*438 

*453 

*356 

*362 

*370 

*375 

*386 

*537 

*545 

*550 


Massachusetts . . . .  Great  Barnngton.  Town.  Berkshire  County . . . .  Housatonic  River . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Umits _ - . 

Upstream  ol  Bridge  Street . . . . . 

Downstream  of  Breached  Dam . . . 

Upstream  ol  Breached  Dam— . . . . - . 

Upstream  of  Division  Street . . - . 

Downstream  of  Rising  Dam _ 

Upstream  of  Rising  Dam . . . . 

Downstream  of  Monument  Mills  Building . 

Upstream  Corporate  Umits . . . 

Williams  River . Confluence  with  Housatonic  River. _ _ 

.  2.17  miles  downstream  of  Conrail  Bridge . 

Downstream  of  Conrail  Bridge . . 

Upstream  ol  State  Route  41 . 

Upstream  of  Night  Avenue .... 

Upstream  of  foot  path  bridge 
Upstream  Corporate  Umits..., 

Green  River . Confluence  with  Housatonic  River . 

Upstream  of  Conrail . 

Downstream  of  Maple  Avenue . 

Upstream  of  Rock  Dam . 

Upstream  of  Halburt  Road . . . 

Downstream  of  Seekonk  Cross  Road . 

Approximately  .50  mile  downstream  of  Pumpkin  Hollow 
Road. 

Upstream  Corporate  Umits..- . . . 

Alford  Brook . . .  Confluence  with  Green  River . 

Downstream  of  Private  Road . 

Downstream  of  Seekonk  Cross  Road . 

Approximately  .18  mile  upstream  Seekonk  Cross  Road .. 
Approximately  .165  mile  downstream  ol  Division  Street.. 

Upstream  of  Division  Street . 

Approximately  1.2  miles  upstream  of  Division  Street . 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Great  Barrington  Selectmen's  Office,  Great  Barrington  Town  Hall,  334  Main  Street,  Great  Banington,  Massachusetts. 


*668 

*675 

*682 

*688 

*696 

*702 

*728 

*736 

*747 

*693 

*703 

*711 

*719 

*726 

*736 

*744 

*668 

*673 

•686 

*697 

*706 

*716 

*730 

*740 

*708 

*722 

*731 

•745 

*753 

*763 

•779 


Send  comments  to  the  Honorable  John  Toiler,  Chairman  ol  the  Great  Barrington  Board  of  Selectmen,  Great  Barrington  Town  Hall,  334  Main  Street,  Great  Banington,  Massachusetts  02130. 


Massachusetls . —  Hancock,  Town,  Berkshire  County . . .  West  Branch  Green  River .  Corporate  Limits . 

Approximately  2,900'  upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

First  Private  Drive  (upstream) . 

Approximately  2,500'  upstream  of  first  Private  Drive . 

Seixind  Private  Drive  (Upstream) . 

Approxirrtately  4,600'  upstream  of  second  Private  Drive.. 

Kinderhook  Creek .  Co^rate  Limits . 

Downstream  crossing  State  Route  43  (Upstream) . 

Private  Drive  (Upstream) . 

Upstream  crossing  State  Route  43  (Upstream) . 

Potter  Mountain  Road . 


•1,001 

•1,029 

•1,065 

•1,107 

•1,142 

•1,215 

•955 

*988 

•1,020 

•1,024 

•1.035 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Hancock  Town  Offices,  Town  Hal,  Hancock,  Massachusetts  01237. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Donald  Rancotti,  Chairman  of  the  Hancock  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hal,  Hancock,  Massachusetts  01237. 


Massachusetts _  Plymptoa  Town,  Plymouth  County . . . Winnetuxet  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Units - 

Downstream  of  Winnetuxet  Road _ _ 

Upstream  of  Wxmetuxet  Road _ 

.  Upstream  of  Dam  above  Winneluxet  Road _ 

Approximately  1,350“  upstream  of  Parsonage  Road.. 
Upstream  Corporate  Units . . . . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Pfympton  Planning  Office,  Town  Hal,  Palmer  Road,  Plympton,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  David  Barrow,  Chairman  of  the  Plympton  Board  of  Selectmen,  Plympton  Town  Hal.  Palmer  Road.  Plympton,  Massachusetts  02367. 


Sudbury,  Town,  Middlesex  County. 


Sudbury  River.. 


LandhanvAlowance  Brook.. 
Dudley  Brook _ 


Downstream  Corporate  Units . 

Upstream  Corporate  Units  (furthest  upstream  cross¬ 
ing). 

Confluence  with  Sudbury  River . . . 

ISO*  downstream  of  Boston  Post  Road _ 

Upstream  of  Codger  Lane . . 

Upstream  of  Dutton  Road  Dam _ _ _ _ 

Downstream  of  Dutton  Road  (Upstream  crossing) . 

Upstream  of  Cart  Road  Dam . . 

Downstream  of  Calvin  Howe  Porxl  Dam _ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _ 

Downstream  Corporate  Unils- . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Confluetice  with  Hop  Brook- . - . . . 

Upstream  of  Horse  Pond  Road _ _ _..._ _ 

Approximately  900“  upstream  of  Bent  Road . - . 

.  Confluence  with  Hop  Brook _ 

Upstream  of  Hudson  Road . . . 

Approximately  ITS'  downstream  of  Fairbanks  Road 

.  Confluence  with  Sudbury  River . . 

Approximately  HXT  upsbeam  of  Marlborough  Rood _ 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Sudbury  Town  Clark,  Sudbury,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Wiliam  J.  CoffarL  Chairman  of  the  SMbury  Board  of  Seleclmen,  Town  Offices,  Sudbury,  Massachusetts  0177& 


Massachusetts.. 


Webster,  Town,  Worcester  County .. 


..  Approximately  1,20(7  dovmstreem  of  dowrtstream  Cor¬ 
porate  Limits. 

Downstream  (Vxporate  Limits _ 

Upstream  of  Providence  &  Worcester  Ralroad _ 

Upstream  of  Chase  Avenue.... _ _ 

Upstream  of  Peter  Street . . 

Downstream  of  dam  located  approximately  1,60(7  up¬ 
stream  of  Peter  StreeL 

Upstream  of  dam  located  approximately  1,60(7  up¬ 
stream  of  Peter  StreeL 

Downstream  of  dam  located  approximately  65(7  dowt>- 
stream  of  North  Main  StreeL 
Upstream  of  dam  located  approximately  65(7  down¬ 
stream  of  North  Main  Street 

Confluence  of  Mil  Brook . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits - - 

. Confluence  with  Frertch  River  _ _ _ _ 

Approximately  1,25(7  upstream  of  Arkwright  Road . - 


Maps  avalable  for  inspection  at  the  Engineer's  Office,  Webster  Town  Hal,  Webster,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Michael  Maiigan,  Chairman  of  the  Webster  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hal,  Main  Street  Webster,  Massachusetts  01570. 


Massachusetts... 


West  Stockbridge.  Town  Berkshire  County  — 


Wiliams  River.... 


(>xio  Brook . . 


Upstream  (3reat  Barrington  Road  (State  Route  41). 

Downstream  Main  Alford  Road . . . — 

Approximately  450“  upstream  of  Logging  Road . 

Upstream  Hciel  Street . — . . 

Downstream  Cone  HU  Road - - - - 

Approximately  800'  upstream  Farm  Road . 


Maps  avalable  for  Inspection  at  the  West  Stockbridge  Town  Offices,  Main  StreeL  West  Stockbridge,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Lena  Corrsolni,  Chakwoman  of  the  West  Stockbridge  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Offices,  Main  StreeL  West  Stockbridge,  Massachusetts  01266. 
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City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#  Depth  in 
feet  atxive 
wound. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 


(NGVD) 


Approximately  3,250'  downstream  of  upstream  cross¬ 
ly  of  Spring  Street 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . 

North  Branch  Millers  River .  Confluence  with  Millers  River . . . 

Approximately  1,690'  downstream  of  Maple  Street . 

Upstream  of  Maple  Street . 

.  Upstream  of  U.S.  Route  202  . . . . 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Selectmen's  Office,  Winchendon  Town  Hall,  Winchendon,  Massachusetts. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Burton  Gould,  Chairman  of  the  Winchendon  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Winchendon,  Massachusetts  01475. 

Mississippi . Oty  of  Pearl,  Rankin  County .  Conway  Slough .  Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  49 . 

Just  downstream  of  Old  Brandon  Road . 

Neeley  Creek  (Right  Channel) .  Approximately  300  feet  upstream  of  confluence  of 

Praire  Branch  Canal. 

Neely  Creek  (Left  Channel) .  Just  upstream  of  North  Biedeman  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway  80 

Just  downstream  of  Old  Brandon  Road . 

Neely  Creek  Tributary  2 .  Just  upstream  of  North  Bierdeman  Road . 

Just  downstream  of  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Spur.... 

Praire  Branch  Canal . Just  downstream  of  confluence  with  Neely  Creek 

(Right  Channel). 

Richland  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Pearson  Road . 

Just  upstream  of  Richland  Avenue  extended . 

Richland  Creek  Tributary  1 .  Just  downstream  of  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad . 

Just  upstream  of  Old  Whitfield  Road . . . . 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  5948,  Peart.  Mississippi  39208. 

Send  comments  to  Mayor  Vaughn  Galloway  or  Ron  Morgan,  Assistant  Mayor,  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  5948,  Pearl,  Mississippi  39208. 


Missouri. _ _ _ _  (Unincorporated)  Cole  County .  Missouri  River . 

Osage  River . 

Moreau  River . 

Wears  Creek  (Frog  Hollow) . 

'  Frog  Hollow  Tributary . . . 

Dickerson  Creek _ _ _ _ _ 

Dickerson  Creek  Tributary  No.  1 . 

Dickerson  Creek  Tributary  No.  2 . 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Public  Works  DepartmenL  Cole  County  Courthouse.  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 


At  eastern  county  boundary . 

At  confluence  of  Moreau  River . . 

At  western  corporate  limit  of  City  of  Jefferson . . . 

At  confluence  of  Moniteau  Creek . 

At  upstream  county  boundary  (with  Moniteau  County) . 

At  eastern  county  boundary . . . . 

At  U.S.  Highway  50-63 . . . 

Approximately  920  feet  downstream  of  Bald  Hill  Road.... 
Approximately  1280  feet  upstream  of  Bold  Hill  Road — 
Approximately  2650  feet  downstream  of  County  Route 
B. 

Just  upstream  of  County  Route  B . . 

At  western  Jefferson  City  corporate  limits . 

Approximately  2050  feet  upstream  of  Jefferson  City 
corporate  limits. 

Approximately  1.8  miles  upstream  of  Jefferson  Ctty 
corporate  limits. 

At  confluence  with  Wears  Creek . 

Approximately  2580  feet  upstream  of  conflueiKe  with 
Wears  Creek  (Frog  Hollow). 

Approximately  1300  feet  downstream  of  U.S.  Highway 
50. 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  50 . 

Approximately  150  feet  upstream  of  Apache  Trail . 

Approximately  0.8  mile  upstream  of  Apache  Trail . . 

At  confluence  with  Dickerson  Creek . 

Just  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  50 . 

Approximately  630  feet  upstream  of  U.S.  Highway  50 . 

At  confluence  with  Dickerson  Creek . 

Approximately  570  feet  upstream  of  confluence  with 
Dickerson  Creek. 

Approximately  3250  feet  upstream  of  confluerKe  with 
Dickerson  Creek. 


Send  comments  to  Honorable  Paul  D.  Schleer,  Presiding  Judge,  Cole  County,  Cole  County  Courthouse,  Jelferson  City,  Missouri  65101. 


•1,015 

•1,026 

•975 

•995 

•1,011 

•1,020 


•266 

•269 

•288 

•275 

•276 

•281 

•273 

•274 

•286 

•283 

•284 

•289 

•304 


•547 

•552 

•559 

•568 

•573 

•545 

•545 

•558 

•559 

•567 

•668 

•583 

•586 

■637 

•614 

•644 

•646 

•650 

•685 

•728 

•647 

647 

•652 

•699 

•704 

•739 


New  Hampshire -  Plymouth,  Town,  Grafton  County . . . .  Pemigewasset  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . . - .  *483 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits .  *490 

Baker  Rivet . . . Confluence  vrith  the  Pemigewasset  River .  *485 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . .  *490 

Sanborn  Mill  Brook .  Confluence  with  Baker  River .  *488 

Downstream  side  of  Old  State  Route  25 . 1. .  *492 

Upstream  side  of  Isf  crossing  Yeaton  Road .  *501 

Upstream  side  of  2nd  crossing  Yeaton  Road .  *507 

'  '  Approximately  2,700'  upstream  of  2nd  crossing  Yeaton  *528 

Road. 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Plymouth  Town  Office,  Plymouth,  New  Hampshire. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Madison  Sears,  Chairman  of  the  Plymouth  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  Office,  Plymouth.  New  Hampshire  03264. 


New  Hampshire .  Raymond,  Town.  Rockingham  County . . . .  Lamprey  River . .  IJownstream  Corporate  Limits . . . .  *160 

Downstream  side  of  State  Route  107 . . . . .  *167 

Approximately  1,000'  upstream  of  State  Route  107 .  *180 

Upstream  side  of  Epping  Road .  *188 

Approximately  800'  upstream  of  Langford  Road .  *196 

Downstream  side  of  State  Route  101 . .  *209 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _ _ _  *217 
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Oty/town/county 


Source  of  Hooding 


fOeptti  in 
teel  above 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Raymond  Toum  Office,  Ravmond.  New  Hampshire. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Ivan  Reed,  Chairman  of  the  Raymorxl  Board  of  Selectmen,  Office  of  the  Selectmen,  Raymond.  New  Hampshire  03077. 


New  Jersey _ _ Bethlehem,  Township,  Hunterdon  County.. 


Musconetcong  River. . . . .  Most  downsbeam  Corporate  Limits . . . 

Corporate  Limits  4,300'  downstream  of  Person  Road.. 

Person  Road . . 

2,200'  downstream  of  Valley  Station  Road _ 

Approximately  TOO'  upstream  of  Vafley  Station  Road .. 

'  2,500'  down^ream  of  Main  Street . . 

Just  upstream  of  Dam . . . . . . 

Most  upstream  Corporate  Limits . - . 

Spruce  Run .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . - . . . . 

1,215'  upstream  of  Corporate  Limits  at  Private  Drive... 

2,000'  upstream  of  Corixxate  Limits _ 

1,310'  downstream  of  State  Route  31 _ 

State  Route  31  at  upstream  Corporate  Limits.——. 


Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Municipal  Building.  Office  of  the  Township  Clerk,  Mine  Road,  Asbury,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  David  A.  Peterson,  Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Bethlehem,  Mine  Road.  Asbury.  New  Jersey  08802. 


_ Hohokus  Brook _ 


Mahwah  River _ 


Masonicus  Brook.. 


Valentine  Brook... 


New  Jersey . .  Mahwah.  Township,  Bergen  County _ _ _ Hohokus  Brook _ _ _ Confluence  with  Valentine  Brook  JL— _ 

Upstream  of  Access  Road . . . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . - . 

Mahwah  River . . . .  Confluence  with  Ramapo  River _ 

Confluence  of  Masonicus  Brook _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ 

Masonicus  Brook . . .  Confluence  with  Mahwah  River . . . 

Upstream  of  abandoned  railroad  skSng . . 

Upstream  State  Route  17  (2nd  upstream  crossing).... 

Upstream  State  Route  17  (3rd  upstream  crossing) _ 

Upstream  North  Central  Avenue . . 

Approximately  23(7  upstream  North  Central  Avenue.. 

Approximately  7(7  upstream  Constantine  Drive- . . 

Ramapo  River .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits..- . 

.  Upstream  Dsn . . . 

Upstream  Private  Drive _ _ _ _ _ 

L^tream  State  Route  17 _ _ 

Confluence  of  Mahwah  River _ 

,  Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Valentine  Brook. .  effluence  of  Hahokus  Brook _ 

*  Upstream  Forest  Road _ _ 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . - . - 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Town  Hall,  21 1  Franklin  Turnpike,  Mahwah,  New  Jersey. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Susanne  Knudsen,  Mayor  of  Mahwah  Township,  211  Franklin  Turnpike,  Mahwah.  New  Jersey  07430. 


New  Jersey..- _ _ Raritan,  Borough,  Somerset  County .  Raritan  River . - .  Upstream  of  downstream  Corporate  Limits _ 

Downsbeam  of  upsbeam  Ckirixxate  Limits _ 

Maps  available  for  insfrection  at  the  Borough  Clerk's  Office,  First  Sheet,  Raritan. 

Serxf  comments  to  Honorable  Steve  Del  Rocco,  Mayor  of  Borough  of  Raritan.  22  First  SbeeL  Raritan,  New  Jersey  08869. 


New  Jersey _  Spring  Lake  Heights.  Borough,  Monnwuth  County . . Wreckpond  Brook .  Downstream  (Corporate  Limits _ 

Upsbeam  Ckxporate  Limits _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  (Jffice  of  the  Borough  Clerk,  557  Brighton  Avenue,  Spring  Lake  Heights. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  E.  Roberts,  Mayor,  557  Brighton  Avenue,  Spring  Lake  Heights,  New  Jersey  07762. 


New  Jersey . Washington,  Township,  Burlington  County .  Great  Bay .  MuHica  River  entire  shoreline  within  comnwnity _ 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  residence  of  the  Township  (!terk.  River  Road,  Lower  Bank.  New  Jersey. 

Serv)  comments  to  Honorable  Earle  HHI,  Mayor  of  the  Township  of  Washington,  R.  D.  2,  Box  235,  Egg  Harbor,  New  Jersey  08215. 


New  Jersey _ _ _ West  Paterson,  Passaic  County  _ _ — . - . Passaic  River _  Intersection  of  Passaic  River  and  center  of  HiHery 

Sheet.  ^ 

Interstate  of  Passaic  River  arrd  center  of  Lackawanrta 
Avenue. 

Peckman  River . . .  Intersection  of  Peckmah  River  and  upstream  crxporate 

.  limiL 

Dowlirrg  Brook .  Intersection  of  Dowling  Brook  and  center  of  Lacka- 

warma  Avenue. 

200  feet  rxxttvnorthwest  along  Andrews  Drive  from 
intersection  with  Browertown  Road. 

Pearl  Brook .  60  feet  upstream  from  center  of  McBride  Avenue . 

360  feet  east-southeast  along  Woodrow  Avenue  from 
intersection  with  (iaxden  Avenue. 

>  Slippery  Rock  Brook _  30  feet  upsbeam  from  center  of  (xlover  Avertue . 

Intersection  of  Squirrelwood  Road  and  center  of  Skp- 
'  pery  Rock  Brook. 

40  feet  upstream  bom  center  of  Rifle  Lamp  Park  Road.. 

Great  Notch  Brook  _ _  105  feet  upsbeam  from  center  of  Lower  Notch  Road  — 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  McBride  Avenue  and  Brophy  Lane,  West  Patersoa  New  Jersey 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Albed  H.  Baumann,  McBride  Avenue  and  Brophy  Lane.  West  Patterson,  New  Jersey  07421. 


New  York .  Leicester,  Town.  Livingston  Oxinty- . - . —  Genesee  River 


(lenesee  River— _ Downstream  Corporate  Limits . . 

Confluence  of  Brards  Oeek . . . . 

Downsbeam  of  State  Route  36 . - . . 

Approximately  4,200'  upsbeam  of  State  Route  36 _ 

Beards  Oeek .  Confluerx^  with  Genessee  River . . 

Confluence  of  Tributaiy  to  Beards  Creek _ 

Approximately  15(7  upsbeam  of  River  Road  _ _ 
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Proposed  Bass  (100-Yaar)  Flood  Elavatlons— Continued 


Stale 


Oty/town/county 


SouMa  d  Hooding 


Location 


#Deptti  in 
(eel  above 
Ofound. 
'Elmalion 
in  leet 
(N6V0) 


Appromnately  3.400'  upstream  ol  River  Road _  *B81 

Tributary  to  Beards  Creek _ Approxtmalely  1,S00‘ t4>slream  olJones  Bridge  Road. *666 

Maps  available  lor  impection  at  tbe  Town  HalL  Mam  Street.  Leioesler.  New  Vodi. 

Send  oommertts  to  Honorable  John  Douglas.  Town  Han.  Main  Street  Leicester,  New  York  14481. 


New  York - Monroe.  Town.  Orange  County - - - Ramapo  Creek . . . . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ - _  *620 

Downstream  of  Third  Dam . . .  *626 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . *632 

Ramapo  Creek  (Downstream  oi  Upstream  ol  Village  ol  Harriman.  Village  ol  Monroe  *665 

Freeland  Street).  Corporate  Limits. 

Tributary  No.  25 . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits .  .  *565 

Downstream  of  footbridge .  *570 

80'  upstream  ol  Spring  Street  .  _  _  *576 

380'  upstream  of  Spring  Stieet  585 

1,170'  upstream  of  Spring  Street . .  *598 

Orchard  HUI  Brook _ _  Downstream  C:orporale  Limrts  *552 

SOfY  upstream  of  Corporate  Limits . . .  *562 

1.150' Upstream  ol  Corporate  Umits .  *589 

l.e!!)*  upstream  of  Corporate  Limits . . .  *599 

1,850' upstream  of  Corporate  Limits  -  . .  *605 

2.270'  upstream  of  Corporate  Limits  *630 

'  2.585'  upstream  of  Corporate  Limits  *642 

_  2.950'  upstream  ol  Corporate  Umds . . . *654 

3.335'  upstream  of  Corporate  Limils  ...- . *662 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Town  Engineer.  11-13  Stage  Road,  Monroe. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  DeAngelis.  Supervisor.  13  Stage  Road.  Monroe.  New  York  10950. 


New  York . . Potsdam,  Village,  St.  Lawrence  County . . .  Raguette  River _  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . 

Downstream  of  Dam . . 

Upstream  ol  Route  11  bridge..- . 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . — 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  ViHage  Administrator,  Civic  Center,  Potsdam. 


Send  comments  to  Honorable  Ruth  F.  Gamer.  Mayor,  Civic  Center,  Potsdam.  New  York  13676. 


Great  Miami  River . 

About  1,160  feet  upstream  of  dovmstream  county 
boundary. 

.  At  the  downstream  county  boundary . . 

About  025  mile  upstream  of  Interstate  Route  75 _ — 

About  690  feet  downstream  of  Taylorsville  Dam . 

Holes  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Springboro  Pike  in  City  ol  Moraine _ 

Just  downstream  of  Alexandersvilte-^llbiook  Road 
(downstream  most  crossing). 

Just  upstream  ol  Alexandersvike-Bellbrook  Road 
(downstream  most  crossing). 

About  2.0  miles  upstream  ol  Stale  Route  725 _ 


Lilly  Creek .  About  340  feet  downstream  ol  Smithviflo  Road . . 

Just  downstream  of  Harshman  Road . 

Little  Twin  Creek .  At  Germantown  corporate  limits . . . 

About  1,530  leet  upstream  of  (lermantown  corporate 
limits. 

Stillwater  River .  About  1.3  miles  downstream  of  Shoup  Mill  Road . 

About  950  feet  downstream  of  Englewood  Dam . 

West  Tributary  Great  Miami  River _  At  convergence  with  Great  Miami  River . 

At  divergence  with  Great  Miami  River . 

Sugar  Creek . At  Centerville  corporate  limits . 

At  upstream  county  boundary . 

Wolf  Creek . . .  At  Dayton  corporate  limits,  just  upstream  of  Gettys¬ 

burg  Avenue. 

About  0.85  mile  upstream  of  AirhiH  Road . 

Twin  Creek . At  downstream  county  boundary . 

About  1,700  feet  downstream  of  Gennantown  Dam _ 

Shallow  Flooding  (overflow  from  At  intersection  of  Student  Street  and  Jassamine  Drive.... 
Holes  Creek).  At  intersection  of  Student  Street  and  Palm  Drive . 


Shallow  Flooding  (overflow  from  At  Carlisle  corporate  limit . 

Gkeat  Miami  River  near  Carlisle).  At  intersection  of  Farmington  Road  and  Chautaugua 
Road. 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  (JIfice  ol  the  County  Planner,  451  West  Third  Street.  P.O.  Box  972,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Raymond  WoHe.  Presidenl  ol  the  Board  of  Commissioners.  Montgomery  Ccounly,  451  West  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  972,  Dayton.  Ohio  45422. 

PennsyNania -  Export.  Borough.  Westmoreland  County _ _ _ Turtio  Creek . 

Abandoned  concrete  bridge 

Confluence  of  Tributary  No  1 

Tributary  No.  1 . . . 

Approximately  175'  upstream  of  Jefferson  Street . 

Access  Road . 

Approximately  1,000'  upstream  of  confluence  with 

Turtle  Creek. 

Approximately  1.6<X)'  upstream  of  confluence  with 

Turtle  Creek. 

Tributary  No.  2 . 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Borough  Half.  Export  PennsyNania. 

Approximately  70'  usptream  ol  Corporate  Limits. . 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  WiHiam  Stevick.  Mayor  of  Export,  5830  Lincoln  Avenue.  Export.  PennsyNania  15632. 

PennsyNania . . .  LoBoeuf.  Township ,  Erie  County  — .  French  Creek .  Upstream  U.S.  Route  6 , 


Upstream  Ftatts  Road . 

.33  mile  upstream  Dewey  Road. 
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*411 
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Proposed  Base  (100-Yesr)  Flood  Elevations— Continued 


'  iroeplti  m 

leel  above 

Slate  Oty/lown/counly  Source  ol  Hoodmg  Locabon  'SevaSw 

in  leet 

_ _ _ _ _  <NGVO) 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Township  Building.  LeBoeul.  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  James  H.  Glover.  Chairman  ot  the  LeBoeul  Board  ol  Supervisors.  901 1  West  Oliver  Road.  Waierlord.  Pennsylvania  16441 

Pennsylvania .  Millbourne.  Borough.  Delaware  County . . .  Cobbs  Creek . . .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . - . . . .  *70 

Upstream  side  ol  Dam . . . . ;. -  *80 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ ^ _  *85 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Ollice  ol  the  Borough  Solicitor.  Mr  George  Koudelis.  7104  Chestnut  Street.  Upper  Darby.  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  W  Rapp.  Mayor  ol  Millbourne.  36  Erna  Court.  Upper  Oaiby.  Pennsylvania  19082 


Pennsylvania .  New  Stanton.  Borough  Westmoreland  County .  Sewickley  Creek .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits . .  *937 

Upstream  ol  Central  Avenue . . . .  *940 

Upstream  ol  CorwaH _ _ - . .  *942 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ _ _ _ _  *950 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Borough  Hall.  New  Stanton.  Pennsylvania  y 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  John  Reagan.  Mayor  ol  New  Stanton.  P.O.  Bor  237.  New  Stanton.  Pennsylvania  15672. 


Pennsylvania .  Upper  Burrell.  Township.  Westmoreland  County . . .  Pucketa  Creek .  Downstream  Corporate  Limits .  *794 

Approximately  1.300  upstream  bom  downstream  Cor-  *804 

porate  Limits. 

Approximately  570'  upstream  from  Alta  Drive .  *813 

Approximately  300  downstream  from  Myers  Drive .  *823 

Upstream  from  Myers  Drive .  *828 

Approximately  2.000'  upstream  bom  Myers  Drive .  *837 

Approximately  3.570'  upsbeam  bom  Myers  Drive .  *847 

Approximately  760'  downstream  bom  Memvin  Road _  *857 

Approximately  450  upstream  bom  Merwin  Road _  *870 

Upstream  bom  downsbeam  crossing  of  State  Route  *884 

366 

Approximately  2.330'  upsbeam  bom  downsbeam  Stale  *895 

Route  366 

Approximately  t.380'  downsbeam  bom  Plan  Road -  *906 

Upsbeam  bom  Plan  Road .  *916 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . .  *919 

Tnbutary  No.  1 .  Conltuence  with  Pucketa  Creek .  *867 

Approximately  1.240'  upsbeam  bom  conltuence  with  *882 

Pucketa  Creek 

Approximately  2.240’  upsbeam  bom  conltuence  with  *900 

Pucketa  Creek. 

Approximately  2.320  upstream  bom  Mervnn  Road _  *910 

Approximately  3.240'  upstream  bom  Merwin  Road _  *925 

Tributary  No  2 .  Upstream  bom  State  Route  366 . *892 

Approximately  960'  upsbeam  bom  State  Route  366 .  *904 

Approximately  1.375’  upsbeam  bom  Stale  Route  366 .  *913 

Approximately  2.230  upsbeam  bom  Slate  Route  366 .  *925 

Little  Pucketa  Creek .  Downsbeam  Corporate  Limits . - .  *909 

Approximately  1.700' upsbeam  bom  Corporate  LmMs .  *923 

Downstream  Briar  Lane . .  *937 

Approximately  1.060  upsbeam  bom  Briar  Lane -  *945 

>  Approximalely  500  upsbeam  bom  Miliiganlown  Road .  *958 

Approximately  1.430'  upsbeam  bom  MUkganlown  *968 

Road. 

Downsbeam  Township  Route  644/8axter  Drive -  *979 

Approximalely  1.520  upsbeam  bom  Township  Route  *998 

644/Baxter  Drive. 

Upsbeam  Rich  Hat  Road . . — _  *1.012 

Approximalely  1.000'  upsbeam  bom  Rich  Hill  Road -  *1.017 


Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Township  Building.  Upper  Burrell.  Pennsylvania 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Sidney  R.  Elston.  Sr..  Chairman  ol  the  Upper  Burrell  Board  ol  Supeinsors  3735  Seventh  Street.  New  Kensington.  Pennsylvania  15068 


Pennsylvania . Waierlord,  Borough.  Erie  County . LeBoeul  Creek .  Downsbeam  Corporate  Limits .  *1.178 

Upstream  Corporate  Limils  *1.180 

Trout  Run .  Confluence  with  LeBoeul  Creek .  *1.178 

0.18  mile  downsbeam  ol  West  Third  Street . — .  *1.178 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Waierlord  Borough  Municipal  Building.  Waterford.  Pennsylvania 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Earl  Dawson.  Mayor  ot  Waterford.  151  West  4ih  SbeeL  Waterford.  PennsyNania  16441 

Pennsylvania .  Youngwood.  Borough,  Westmoreland  County . _... _ _ _ _  Jacks  Run .  Downsbeam  Corporate  Lirmts . . . . -  *951 

Upstream  ol  Conran  Crossing . — . . . .  *951 

Upsbeam  of  Depot  Sheet . — - -  *952 

Upsbeam  Corporate  Umls - - -  *958 

Maps  available  lor  inspection  at  the  Borough  Hall.  Youngwood.  Pennsylvania 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Michael  Alfery.  Council  President  ol  Youngwood.  508  South  3rd  Street.  Youngwood.  PennsyNania  15697 


Vermont .  Hyde  Park,  Village.  Lamoille  County _ _ _ _ _ Lamoille  River . .  Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . —  *540 

Downsbeam  Corporate  Umiis _ _ _  *541 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Village  Offices.  Hyde  Park.  VermonL 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  Clyde  Stannard.  Chairman  of  the  Village  Trustees.  Village  Offices.  Hyde  Park.  Vermont  05655 

Virginia .  Belle  Haven,  Town.  Accomack  County . .  Chesapeake  Bay _ _ Occohanoock  Creek  Shoreline . . . — .  *4 

Maps  available  for  inspection  at  the  Belle  Haven  Town  Offices  or  by  contacting  Mayor  Peggy  Robinson  at  (804)  442-7782 
Send  comments  to  Honorable  Peggy  Robinson.  Mayor  ol  Belle  Haven.  P.O  Box  84.  Belle  Haven.  Virgina  23306 


Vvgmia .  Onancock,  Town.  Accomack  County . . . . Chesapeake  Bay...... - - Onancock  Creek  Shorekne -  *5 
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Maps  avaflabte  (or  Inspection  at  the  Municipal  Bulld^,  Onancock,  Vhginia. 

Send  comments  to  Honorable  C.  WUtiam  Guy,  Mayor  o(  Onancock.  Munidpat  Building,  Onancock,  Virginia  23417. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator)  * 

Issued:  February  27, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-<580  Filed  S-l»4n;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docke^No.  FEMA  6008] 

National  Rood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Incorporated  Annexed  Area, 
Boundaries,  Base  Flood  Elevations, 
and  Zone  Designations  for  the  City  of 
Paducah,  Ky. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
incorporated  annexed  area,  boundaries, 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  described  below. 

The  proposed  incorporated  annexed 
area,  boundaries,  base  flood  elevations 
and  zone  designations  will  be  the  basis 
for  the  floodplain  management  measures 
that  the  community  is  required  to  either 
adopt  or  show  evidence  of  being  already 
in  effect  in  order  to  qualify  or  remain 
qualiffed  for  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP). 

date:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Map  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailing  outlines  of  the 
floodprone  areas  and  the  proposed 
incorporated  annexed  area,  boundaries, 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Mayor’s  Office. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
John  K.  Penrod,  Mayor,  City  of  Paducah, 
P.O.  Box  2267,  Paducah,  Kentucky  42001. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line, 
(800)  424-8872  or  (800)  424-8873. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  incorporated 
annexed  area,  boundaries,  base  flood 


elevations  (100-year  flood)  and  zone 
designations  for  the  City  of  Paducah, 
Kentucky,  in  accordance  with  Section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  Section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90-  . 

448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a)  (presently  appearing  at  its  former 
Section.  24  CFR  1917.4(a)). 

The  proposed  incorporated  annexed 
area,  boundaries,  base  flood  elevations 
and  zone  designations  together  with  the 
floodplain  management  measures 
required  by  §  60.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 


44  CFR  Part  67 

(Docket  No.  FEMA-S9471 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Revision  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  New  York 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 


to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  floodplain  management 
requirements.  The  community  may  at 
any  time  enact  stricter  requirements  on 
its  own,  or  pursuant  to  policies 
established  by  other  Federal,  State  or 
regional  entities.  The  proposed 
incorporated  annexed  area,  boundaries, 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  100-year  flood 
elevations  and  zone  designations  for 
selected  locations  are: 


SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Village  of  Skaneateles,  Onondaga 
County,  New  York. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  the  Press 
Observer  on  November  5, 1980,  and 
November  12, 1980,  and  in  the  Federal 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


Elevation  (feet) 


Perkins  Creek _ _ 

Crooked  Creek . 

Crooked  Creek . 

Crooked  Creek . 


Between  the  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Ran-  350  to  362  feet  NGVD . . . .A3 

road  and  the  confluence  with 
Crooked  Creek. 

Between  the  confluence  with  Perkins  365  to  367  feet  NGVD . . .  A3 

Creek  and  600  feet  above  the  con- 
(kience  with  Perkins  Creek. 

Between  600  feet  above  the  conflu-  367  to  379  feet  NGVD . .  A2 

ence  with  Perkins  Creek  and  4800 
feet  above  the  confluence  with  Per¬ 
kins  Creek. 

Between  4800  feet  above  the  conflu-  379  to  400  feet  NGVD _ _ A4 

ence  with  Perkins  Creek  and  Alben 
Road. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C. 
4(X)1-4128:  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  9, 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8586  Filed  3-19-81.  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 
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Register  at  45  FR  77087  on  November  21, 
1960,  and  hence  supersedes  those 
previously  published  rules. 

dates:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  each  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  the  Village  Hall.  46  Genesee  Street, 
Skaneateles,  New  York, 

Send  comments  to:  Honorable  Carl 
Fisher,  Mayor  of  Skaneateles,  Village 
Hall,  46  Genesee  Street,  Skeneateles, 
New  York  13152. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program.  (202) 
755-5585  or  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424- 
8872,  Washington.  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Village  of  Skeaneateles,  Onondaga 
County,  New  York,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
I^rotection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 


90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are: 


fOepth  in  feel 

state 

City /town/county 

Source  ol  Hooding 

Location 

above 

groutxJ.*  Elevation 
in  feet  (NGVD) 

New  Vofk . .  Skaneateles.  Village.  Onondaga  County .  Skaneateles  Lake . . . .  Entire  shoreline  within  the  commur^ _  *867 

Skaneateles  Creek _ _ _  Upstream  of  downstream  corporate  limits _  *857 


Upstream  ol  Vl/est  Elizabeth  Street _ _ _ _ 

*858 

Downstream  ol  State  Dam . . . . 

*860 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968).  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR  17804. 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  February  27, 1981.  ' 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration.  ' 

|FR  Doc.  81-8587  FUed  3-19-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5773] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program, 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  Correction;  North 
Carolina 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  Town  of  Hope 
Mills,  Cumberland  County,  North 
Carolina,  previously  published  at  45  FR 
6964  on  January  3, 1980. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  426-1460  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  755-5585  (in  Alaska 
and  Hawaii  call  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424- 
9080),  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  correction  to  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Determinations  of  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  Hope  Mills, 
Cumberland  County,  North  Carolina, 
previously  published  at  45  FR  6964  on 
January  3, 1980,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 


Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 
87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128.  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

The  last  two  elevations  listed  under 
the  Source  of  Flooding  of  Little  RockHsh 
Creek  were  incorrect.  The  elevation  just 
upstream  of  Lake  View  Road  should  be 
103'  NGVD  and  the  elevation  just 
downstream  of  Lake  View  Road  should 
be  95’  NGVD. 

The  listing  appears  correctly  as 
follows: 


#Depth  in 
feet  above 

State 

City/town/county 

Source  ol  flooding 

in  feel 
(NGVD) 

North  Carolina . 

. Town  ol  Hope  Mills.  Cumberland  (>xinty _ 

— 

_  Littio  Rocklin  Creek . 

.  Just  downstream  ol  Lake  View  Road  (Hope  MMs  Dam)..  *95 

Just  upstream  ol  Lake  View  Road  (Hope  Mills  Oam|-_  *103 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968).  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804. 
November  28,  1968)  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  of  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 
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Issued:  February  25, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6589  Filed  3-19-81:  a-45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  671f-0»-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5724] 

National  i^ood  Insurance  Program; 
Revision  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  Pennsylvania 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Borough  of  Columbia,  Lancaster  County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  to  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  the  Federal 
Register  at  44  FR  64446  on  November  7, 
1979,  and  hence  supersedes  those 
previously  published  rules. 


DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  each  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  the  Borough  Building,  3rd  and  Locust 
Street,  Columbia,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to:  Honorable  Paul  W. 
Myers,  President  of  the  Columbia, 
Borough  Council,  3rd  and  Locust  Streets, 
Columbia,  Pennsylvania  17512. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Mr,  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 

Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  (202) 
755-5585  or  Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424- 
8872,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  the 


Borough  of  Columbia,  Lancaster  County, 
Pennsylvania,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128  and  44  CFR 
68.4(a). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualiHed 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  ' 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are: 


City/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


iVDepth  in 
(eel  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(N6V00 


Pennsylvania . •.  Borough  of  Columbta,  Lancaster  County  . . . . .  Susquehanna  River... . . .  Confluence  of  Strickler  Run . .  *239 

State  Ftoute  462  (upstream) _ _ _ _ _ ....... _  *241 

U.S  Route  30 -  *244 

Corporate  Limits.. . - . . . .  *246 

Tributary  No.  11  to  Susquehanna  Seventh  Street  Culvert  Inlet  (upsirean^- _ - _ —  *333 

River. 

Eighth  Street  (extended) _ *338 

Furnace  street  (downstream) . . .  *342 

Furnace  Street  (upstream) _  *348 

Ninth  Street  (downstream) . . . . . .  *353 

Ninth  Street  (upstream) . *359 

U.S.  Route  30  (downstream) _  *370 

U.S.  Route  30  (upstream) .  *385 

Approximately  100’  downstream  of  KInderhook  Road _  *386 

Tributary  No.  12  to  Susquehanna  Culvert  Inlet  Near  Third  &  Linden  Streets _ _ _  *296 

River. 

U.S.  Route  30  (downstream)  _ _ _ _ _ _  *300 

U.S.  Route  30  (upstream) . . . . .  *327 

Watertank  Road  (downstream) _ *338 

Approach  Dirt  Road _ _ _ _ _ _  *346 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . .  *354 

Shawnee  Run.... . Confluence  with  Susquehanna  Rivef _ _  *239 

State  Route  441 . *247 

Conrail  (near  Second  Street)  (downstream).. . *247 

Conrail  (near  Second  Street)  (upstream) . . .  *271 

Florence  Street  (upstream) . *276 

Lancaster  Avenue  (upstream) . *292 

Uptstream  Conrail  (downstream) . *304 

Upstream  Conrail  (upstream) . . . .... _ ! _ _  *312 

Farm  Road  (downstream) . *342 

Farm  Road  (upstream) . *347 

U.S.  Route  30  Culvert  (downstream) _ _ _ _ _  *347 

U.S.  Route  30  Culvert  (upstream) _ _ _ _  *358 

Tributary  No.  1  to  Shawnee  River...T.  Downstream  Conrail  Culvert  (upstream) . . . .  *296 

'  Strickler  Run .  Upstream  side  of  South  Front  Street .  *242 

•  First  Corporate  Limits . . .  *252 

Second  Corporate  Limits . - . . . . .  *258 

Upstream  Conrail . *260 

Thirteenth  Street  (extertoed)  at  third  Corporate  Limits _  *265 

Fourth  Corporate  Limits . *278 

Fifth  Corporate  Limits . *282 
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— Continued 


state 


Qty/town/county 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


#Oepth  in 
feet  above 
wound. 
‘Elevation 
in  feel 
(NGVDO 


Approximately  600'  upstream  of  fifth  Corporate  Limits .  *287 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  42  U.kc.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  February  27, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8590  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA  6010] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Base  Flood  Elevations  and 
Zone  Designations  for  the  Township  of 
Lower  Mount  Bethel,  Northampton 
County,  Pa. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  flood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  described  below. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevations 
and  zone  designations  are  the  basis  for 
the  flood  plain  management  measures 
that  the  community  is  required  to  either 
adopt  or  show  evidence  of  being  already 
in  effect  in  order  to  qualify  or  remain 
qualihed  for  participation  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP). 

dates:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  Hood  elevations  and  zone 
designations  are  available  for  review  at 
Centerfield  School  Auditorium  on  State 
Route  611,  Martins  Creek,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Tony  Plebani, 
Chairman,  Lower  Mount  Bethel 
Township  Supervisors,  P.O.  Box  213R, 
Martins  Creek,  Pennsylvania  18063. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line 
(800)  424-8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  base  flood 
elevations  and  zone  designations  for  the 
Township  of  Lower  Mount  Bethel, 
Pennsylvania,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001^128.  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

Zone  designations  and  base  (100-year) 
flood  elevations,  together  with  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  required  by 
Section  60.3  of  the  program  regulations, 
are  the  minimum  that  are  required.  They 
should  not  be  construed  to  mean  the 
community  must  change  any  existing 
ordinances  that  are  more  stringent  in 
their  flood  plain  management 
requirements.  The  community  may  at 
any  time  enact  stricter  requirements  on 
its  own,  or  pursuant  to  policies 
established  by  other  Federal,  State,  or 
regional  entities.  The  proposed  base 
flood  elevations  and  zone  designations 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the 
appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their 
contents  and  for  the  second  layer  of 
insurance  on  existing  buildings  and  their 
contents. 

The  proposed  base  flood  elevations 
are: 

255  feet  MSL  to  207  feet  MSL  along  the 
Delaware  River  from  the  northern 
corporate  limits  to  the  southern  corporate 
limits.  V 

275  feet  MSL  to  212  feet  MSL  along  Martins 
Creek  from  a  point  approximately  4,600 
feet  upstream  from  the  confluence  of 
Martins  Creek  and  Little  Martins  Creek  to 
the  confluence  of  Martins  Creek  and  the 
Delaware  River. 

280  feet  MSL  to  245  feet  MSL  along  Little 
Martins  Creek  from  a  point  approximately 
3,300  feet  upstream  from  the  confluence  of 
Martins  Creek  and  Little  Martins  Creek  to 


the  confluence  of  Martins  Creek  and  Little 

Martins  Creek. 

The  proposed  zone  designation  are: 

Zone  A16  along  the  Delawan  River  from 
the  northern  corporate  limits  to  a  point 
approximately  9900  feet  downstream  from  the 
northern  corporate  limits. 

Zone  A18  along  the  Delaware  River  from  a 
point  approximately  9900  feet  downstream 
from  the  northern  corporate  limits  to  a  point 
approximately  2300  feet  northeast  of  the 
confluence  of  the  Oughoughton  Creek  and 
Delaware  River. 

Zone  A22  along  the  Delaware  River  from  a 
point  approximately  2300  feet  northeast  of 
the  confluence  of  the  Oughoughton  Creek  and 
te  Delaware  River  to  the  southern  corporate 
limits;  along  Oughoughton  Creek  between  the 
confluence  of  Oughoughton  Creek  with  the 
Delaware  River  and  a  point  approximately 
3300  feet  downstream  from  the  junction  of 
Oughoughton  Creek  and  LR.  48025;  along 
Mud  Run  between  the  Conrail  tracks  and  the 
Delaware  River,  along  Martins  Creek 
between  its  confluence  with  the  Delaware 
Riven  along  Martins  Creek  between  its 
confluence  with  the  Delaware  River  and  a 
point  approximately  3050  feet  downstream 
from  the  State  Highway  611  bridge  across 
Martins  Creek. 

Zone  A12  along  Martins  Creek  between 
two  points  approximately  3050  feet  and  2000 
feet  respectively  downstream  from  the  State 
Highway  611  bridge  across  Martins  Creek. 

Zone  A8  along  Martins  Creek  between  a 
point  approximately  2000  feet  downstream 
from  the  State  Highway  611  bridge  across 
Martins  Creek  and  the  State  Highway  611 
bridge  itself. 

Zone  A9  along  Martins  Creek  between 
State  Highway  611  bridge  across  Martins 
Creek  and  a  point  approximately  4000  feet 
upstream  from  the  confluence  of  Martins 
Creek  and  Little  Martins  Creek. 

Zone  A6  along  Little  Martins  Creek 
between  a  point  approximately  100  feet 
upstream  from  the  fifth  bridge  which  crosses 
Little  Martins  Creek  above  its  confluence 
with  Martins  Creek  and  a  point 
approximately  150  feet  upstream  from  the 
confluence  of  Martins  Creek  and  Little 
Martins  Creek. 

Zone  B  along  the  east  side  of  Martins 
Creek  between  a  line  parallel  to  and 
approximately  100  feet  north  of  State 
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Mighway  611  and  a  line  perpendicular  to 
Martins  Creek  and  approximately  2000  feet 
downstream  from  the  State  Highway  611 
bridge  across  Martins  Creek. 

Zone  C  along  the  Delaware  River  from  the 
northern  corporate  limits  to  tihe  southern 
corporate  limits;  along  Oughoughton  Creek 
between  LR.  46025  and  Delaware  River, 
along  Martins  Creek  between  a  point 
approximately  4000  feet  upstream  from  the 
confluence  of  Little  Martins  Creek  and 
Martins  Creek,  and  the  confluence  of  Martins 
Creek  and  the  Delaware  Riven  along  Little 
Martins  Creek  between  a  point 
approximately  100  feet  upstream  from  the 
fifth  bridge  which  crosses  Little  Martins 
Creek  above  its  confluence  with  Martins 
Creek,  and  the  confluence  of  Little  Martins 
Creek  and  Martins  Creek;  and  along  Mud 
Run  between  L.R.  48025  and  the  confluence  of 
Mud  Run  and  the  Delaware  River. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28. 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  6, 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.^ 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

|KR  Doc.  81-8SS1  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FI-5642] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  Correction;  Virginia 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  Pittsylvania 
County,  Virginia,  previously  published 
at  45  FR  29319  on  May  2, 1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  correction  to  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Determinations  of  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  for  selected 
locations  in  Pittsylvania  County, 
Virginia,  previously  published  at  45  FR 
29319  on  May  2, 1980,  in  accordance 
with  Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 
87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 


to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

In  order  for  the  following  locations  to 
be  correctly  identified  with  the 
corresponding  Flood  Insurance  Study 
(profile)  and  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Sandy  Creek  Tributary  No.  1  and 
Pole  Bridge  Branch  in  Pittsylvania 
County,  Virginia,  the  descriptions  should 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows.  The 
elevations  were  correct  as  cited. 


Source  of 
fioodng 

Location 

tion  in 
feet 
(NGVD) 

Pole  Bridge 

Confluence  with  Cherrystone 

*680 

Branch. 

Reservoir. 

State  Route  649  (Upstream) . 

•720 

Approximately  2,900' 

up- 

•780 

stream  of  State  Route  795. 

Sandy  Creek 

Confluence  with  Sandy  Creek ... 

*623 

TrAutary  No.  1. 

Approximately  4,000' 

up- 

*653 

stream  of  State  Route  866. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued  March  3, 1981. 

Rkhaid  W.  Kiimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8592  Filed  3-19-81;  845  am| 

BHJJNG  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6011] 

National  Hood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Zone  and  Base  Flood 
Elevation  Determinations  for  the  City 
of  Seaside,  Clatsop  County,  Dreg. 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zones  and  base  flood  elevations  as 
described  below. 

The  proposed  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations  are  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 


newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
zones  and  base  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
City  Auditor,  851  Broadway  Street, 
Seaside,  Oregon. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Burton  M. 

Lowe,  City  Manager,  851  Broadway 
Street,  Seaside,  Oregon  97138. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  &  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  or  toll  free  line 
(800)  424-8872  (in  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
call  toll  free  (800)  424-9080). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zones  and  base 
flood  elevations  for  the  City  of  Seaside, 
Oregon,  in  accordance  with  Section  110 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128,  and  44  CFR  Part  67. 

These  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations,  together  with  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  It  should  not 
be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zones  and  base  flood 
elevations  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  for  new  buildings  and 
their  contents  and  for  the  second  layer 
of  insurance  on  existing  buildings  and 
their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  in  the 
recently  annexed  areas  are: 


Source  ol 
flooding 


Location 


Eleva¬ 

tion 

(NGVO) 


Neawanna  Creek ..  Area  east  of  Oregon  Coast  12 

Highway  and  north  of  Alder- 
crest  Street. 

Area  between  Avenue  B  and  13 

a  point  approximately  ISO 
feet  south  of  Avenue  R. 

Necanicum  River...  Northern  portion  of  the  City .  1 1 
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Source  of 
flooding 


Eleva¬ 

tion 

(NGVD) 


Area  approximately  950  feet 
north  of  26th  Avenue. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  March  6, 1981.  ' 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-S579  Filed  3-19-61:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-154;  RM-3692] 

FM  Broadcast  Station ,  Ansley, 
Alabama;  Proposed  Changes  In  Table 
of  Assignemnts 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  FM  Channel  261A  to 
Ansley,  Alabama,  in  response  to  a 
petition  Hied  by  Reid  Spann.  The 
proposed  channel  would  provide  a  first 
local  aural  service  to  Ansley. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  May  25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b), 
Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Ansley,  Alabama):  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Adopted:  March  6, 1981. 

Released:  March  16, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division. 

1.  The  Commission  herein  considers  a 
petition  for  rule  making '  Hied  by  Reid 
Spann  (“petitioner”),  which  seeks  the 
assignment  of  Channel  261A  to  Ansley, 
Alabama,  as  that  community's  first  FM 
assignment.  Petitioner  failed  to  state 
that  he  would  apply  for  the  channel,  if 


assigned.  He  is  requested  to  make  a 
commitment  to  that  effect. 

2.  The  transmitter  site  must  be  located 
at  least  1.6  kilometers  (1  mile)  northwest 
of  the  community.  Petitioner  proposes  a 
site  approximately  7  kilometers  (4.4 
miles)  northwest. 

3.  Ansley  (not  listed  in  the  1970 
Census),  is  located  approxiately  56 
kilometers  (35  miles)  south  of 
Montgomery,  Alabama.  It  has  no  local 
aural  broadcast  service. 

4.  Petitioner  asserts  that  the 
population  of  the  Ansley  area  is 
approximately  600,  of  which  30%  is 
Black.  Their  social  activities  are 
centered  around  the  cities  of  Troy  and 
Montgomery.  Petitioner  further  states 
that  Ansley  is  in  need  of  a  station  that 
will  relate  to  the  needs  of  the 
community,  although  it  is  dependent  on 
the  aid  of  larger  cities.  Petitioner  should 
submit  a  recent  population  estimate  for 
the  community  of  Ansley,  and  furnish 
economic  and  demographic  information 
which  demonstrate  the  need  for  an  FM 
assignment. 

5.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
FM  channel  could  provide  a  first  local 
aural  service  to  Ansley,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  FM  Table  of 
Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  with  regard  to 
Ansley,  Alabama,  as  follows: 


City 


Proposed 


'  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  (uly  7, 
1980.  Report  No.  1238. 


Ansley.  Alabama .  261A 

6.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein.  NOTE: 
A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  4, 1981,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  May  25, 
1981. 

8.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
Section  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  See,  Certification  that  Sections 
603  and  604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  Do  Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to 
Amend  §§  73.202(b).  73.504  and  73.606(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  46  FR  11549, 
published  February  9, 1981. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 


Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4.  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i],  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6]  of  the  Commission's  Rules, 

IT  IS  PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s]  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s]  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if, 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s)  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  efiect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 
Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  S§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 


17810 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


interested  parties  may  Rle  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  AH 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s) 
who  Tiled  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.) 

5.  yVu/nhero/Coip/es.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §1.420  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  AH  Blings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Conunission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8637  Filed  3-19-«l;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-153;  RM-3720] 

FM  Broadcast  Stations  in  Fort  Bragg 
and  Mendocino,  California;  Proposed 
Changes  in  Table  of  Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  FM  Channel  249A  to 
Fort  Bragg,  California,  as  that 
community’s  second  FM  assignment  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Ft.  Bragg 
Broadcasting  Co.  In  addition,  we  are 
proposing  the  reassignment  of  Channel 
224A  from  Fort  Bragg  to  Mendocino, 
California,  to  reflect  its  actual  use  there. 
DATE:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  May  25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

Matter  of  Amendment  of  §  73.2b2(b), 
table  of  assignments,  FM  broadcast 
stations.  (Fort  Bragg  and  Mendocino, 
California;  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

Adopted:  March  6, 1981. 

Released:  March  16, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division. 


1.  The  Commission  herein  considers  a 
petition  for  rule  making,*  filed  by  Fort 
Bragg  Broadcasting  Company 
(“petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 
of  FM  Channel  249A  to  Fort  Bragg, 
California,  as  that  community’s  second 
FM  assignment.  Although  Fort  Bragg 
presently  has  Channel  224A  assigned, 
that  channel  is  being  used  at 
Mendocino,  California,  and  we  have 
proposed  to  reassign  the  channel  to 
reflect  its  actual  use  in  that  community 
under  Section  73.203(b)  of  the 
Conunission’s  Rules.  Petitioner  failed  to 
state  that  it  would  apply  for  the  channel, 
if  assigned.  It  is  requested  to  make  a 
commitment  to  that  effect  in  its 
comments.  No  oppositions  to  the 
proposal  were  received. 

2.  Fort  Bragg  (pop.  4,455),^  in 
Mendocino  County  (pop.  51,101)  is 
located  approximately  216  kilometers 
(135  miles)  northwest  of  San  Francisco. 

It  is  served  locally  by  fulltime  AM 
Station  KDAC.  FM  Channel  237A  is 
presently  unoccupied  with  two 
applications  pending. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  the  economy 
is  supported  by  fishing,  lumbering  and 
tourism.  Sufficient  information  was 
submitted  to  demonstrate  the  need  for  a 
second  FM  assignment  to  Fort  Bragg. 

4.  The  proposed  assignment  of 
Channel  249A  to  Fort  Bragg  would  cause 
preclusion  on  Channel  246A  within  65 
miles,  Channel  247  within  65  miles, 
Channel  248  within  105  miles,  Channel 
249A  within  65  miles,  and  Channel  250 
within  65  miles.  Petitioner  claims  that  no 
communities  would  be  precluded  as  a 
result  of  the  proposed  assignment. 

5.  In  view  of  die  apparent  need  for  a 
second  FM  channel  for  Fort  Bragg,  the 
Commission  believes  it  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  propose  assignment  of 
Channel  249A  to  that  community.  We 
also  propose  to  reassign  Channel  224A 
firom  Fort  Bragg  to  Mendocino, 
California,  to  reflect  its  current  usage. 
Comments  are  invited  on  the  proposal  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
Section  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  with  regard  to  the  following 
communities: 


Channel  No. 


CHy - 

Present  Proposed 


Fort  Bragg.  CaCiomia -  224A,  237A .  237A,  249A 

Mendocino.  CsHomin . . .  224A 


6.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings. 


'  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
August  13. 1980.  Report  No.  1244. 

'Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein.  NOTE: 
A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

7.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  May  4, 1981,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  May  25, 
1981. 

8.  The  Commission  has  detemined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
Section  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  See,  Certification  that  Sections 
603  and  604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  Do  Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to 
Amend  Sections  73.202(b),  73.504  and 
73.606(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  46 
Federal  Register  11549,  published 
February  9, 1981. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 
Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303). 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in  Sections 
4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
IT  IS  PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings' Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which 
this  Appendix  is  attached.  Proponent(s)  will 
be  expected  to  answer  whatever  questions 
are  presented  in  initial  comments.  The 
proponent  of  a  proposed  assignment  is  also 
expected  to  file  comments  even  if  it  only 
resubmits  or  incorporates  by  reference  its 
former  pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it 
is  assigned,  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  a 
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station  promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the  consideration  of 
filings  in  this  proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that  parties 
may  comment  on  them  in  reply  comments. 
They  will  not  be  considered  if  advanced  in 
reply  comments.  (See  §  1.420(d]  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the  proposal(s]  in 
this  Notice,  they  will  be  considered  as 
comments  in  the  proceeding,  and  Public 
Notice  to  this  effect  will  be  given  as  long  as 
they  are  filed  before  the  date  for  Hling  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later  than 
that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this  docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal  may  lead 
the  Commission  to  assign  a  different  channel 
than  was  requested  for  any  of  the 
communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 

Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  the  dates  set 
forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  which  this  Appendix  is  attached.  All 
submissions  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or 
persons  acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 
Comments  shall  be  served  on  the  petitioner 
by  the  person  filing  the  comments.  Reply 
comments  shall  be  served  on  the  person(s] 
who  filed  comments  to  which  the  reply  is 
directed.  Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations,  an  original  and  four 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All  Hlings 
made  in  this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6639  Filed  3-19-B1;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-155;  RM-3660,  RM-3708] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Bend,  Oregon; 
Proposed  Changes  in  Tabie  of 
Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  Class  C  FM  Channels 
248  and  289  to  Bend,  Oregon,  in 


response  to  separate  petitions  filed  by 
Terry  A.  Cowan  and  KBND,  Inc.  The 
proposals  would  provide  a  third  and 
forth  FM  station  to  Bend. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  Bled  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  May  25, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kathy  A.  Grant,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.202(b], 
table  of  assignments,  FM  broadcast 
stations  (Bend,  Oregon);  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Adopted:  March  6, 1981. 

Released:  March  17, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under 
consideration  two  petitions  to  assign 
two  additional  Class  C  charmels  to 
Bend,  Oregon,  as  that  community’s  third 
and  fourth  FM  assignments.  The  first, 
filed  by  Terry  A.  Cowan  (“Cowan”), 
requests  assignment  of  channel  248  to 
Bend,  Oregon.  *  the  second,  filed  by 
KBND,  Inc.  (“KBND”),  licensee  of 
Station  KBND(AM),  Bend,  Oregon, 
requests  assignment  of  Chaimel  289  to 
the  same  community. ’‘Capps 
Broadcasting  Group,  Inc.  (“Capps”), 
licensee  of  Stations  KGRL(AM)  and 
KXIQ(FM),  Bend,  Oregon,  filed 
comments  in  opposition  to  both 
assignments. 

2.  Bend  (pop.  13,710),®  the  seat  of 
Deschutes  County  (pop.  30,442),  is 
located  approximately  197  kilometers 
(123  miles)  southeast  of  Portland, 
Oregon.  Bend  is  currently  served  locally 
by  FM  Station  KXIQ  (Channel  231),  FM 
Station  KICE  (Channel  264),  fulltime  AM 
Station  KBND,  and  daytime-only  AM 
Station  KGRL. 

3.  Petitioner  Cowan  states  that  Bend, 
the  largest  city  in  the  central  Oregon 
area,  is  a  rapidly  growing  community. 
According  to  Cowan,  Bend’s  population 
in  1980  was  17,912,  a  figure  representing 
a  thirty  percent  increase  since  1970  and 
a  sixty  percent  increase  since  1960.  As 
the  hub  of  the  county.  Bend  is  the 
regional  retail  sales  center  and  the 
location  of  numerous  state  and  federal 
offices.  Major  industries  are  lumbering, 
mining,  light  manufacturing  and  tourism. 
Petitioner  KBND  also  emphasized  the 
area’s  rapid  growth.  According  to 
KBND,  projected  population  growth  for 


'  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  May 

20. 1980.  Report  No.  1229. 

'Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on  July 

21. 1980,  Report  No.  1240. 

'Population  Figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


Deschutes  County  is  40.4%  between  1980 
and  1990,  and  23.5%  between  1990  and 
the  year  20000.  Although  neither 
petitioner  submitted  projected 
population  figure  for  Bend  itself,  both 
pointed  out  that,  as  the  county  seat. 

Bend  will  undoubtedly  participate  in  the 
overall  growth  of  the  county.  Both 
petitioners  argue  that  although  the 
population  of  Bend  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  assignment  of  three  FM 
channels,  the  commimity’s  rapid  and 
steady  growth  justify  a  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  population  guidelines. 

4.  In  comments,  Capps  requested  that 
the  petitions  considered  herein  be 
consolidated  with  two  other  petitions  to 
assign  Class  C  channels  to  two  other 
communities  in  the  area,  Redmond  and 
Madras.*  Capps  argues  that  the 
proposals  are  so  closely  related 
geographically  and  economically  that 
consideration  of  the  proposals 
individually  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  the  total  service  offered  by 
existing  stations  in  the  area  if  most  or 
all  are  adopted.  Because  the 
Commission  does  not  allocate  FM 
channels  according  to  a  state-wide  or 
regional  plan  and  each  community’s 
needs  are  typically  considered 
separately,  we  are  not  convinced  that 
these  four  proposals  should  be  treated 
together  as  if  they  were  in  some  way 
mutually  exclusive.  The  fact  that  each 
proposal  involves  wide  area  coverage 
assignments  does  not  in  itself  require 
consolidation. 

5.  In  its  comments,  Capps  raised  the 
argument  that  Bend,  already  sufficiently 
served  by  local  and  nearby  stations  in 
the  area,  cannot  support  the  addition  of 
two  Class  C  channels.  Normally  such 
economic  considerations  are  deferred  to 
the  application  stage.  FCC  v.  Sanders 
Brothers  Radio  Station,  309  U.S.  470,  60 
S.  Ct.  693  (1940);  Carroll  Broadcasting 
Co.  V.  FCC.  258  F.  2d  440  (D.C.  Cir.  1958); 
Melbourne  and  Satellite  Beach,  Florida, 
47  FCC  2d  717,  721  (1974).  However,  as 
Capps  pointed  out,  the  Commission  in 
1975  found  the  addition  of  a  third  FM 
channel  to  Bend  to  be  unwarranted.®  At 
that  time,  the  Commission  did  not  find 
in  Bend’s  increasing  economic  and 
population  growth,  sufficient 
circumstances  to  warrant  deviation  from 
the  population  guidelines  and  noted 
particularly  the  adverse  economic 
impact  the  assignment  would  have  had 


'One  petition  requests  assignment  of  Chaimel  275 
to  Redmond,  Oregon,  and  was  filed  by  Oregon 
Broadcasting  Company  on  (uly  25. 1960  (RM-3725). 
The  second  petition  requests  assignment  of  Chaimel 
243  to  Madras,  Oregon,  and  was  Filed  by  Peregrine 
Broadcasting  Co.  (BC  Docket  No.  80-491;  RM-3611). 

*  See  Bend,  Oregon,  Docket  20481,  35  R.R.  2d  836 
(1975);  recons,  den.,  37  R.R.  2d  333  (1976). 
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on  independent  Station  KICE-FM.®In 
addition,  the  Commission  noted  the  fact 
that  the  population  of  Bend  was  not 
predicted  to  reach  even  50,000  by  1985.’ 
In  light  of  the  previous  action  on  a 
proposal  almost  identical  to  that 
considered  herein,  petitioners  are 
requested  to  show  in  their  comments 
how  circumstances  in  Bend  have 
changed  to  warrant  assignment  of  a 
third  and  fourth  FM  channel  at  the 
present  time.  Although  we  denied  a 
similar  proposal  only  5  years  ago,  our 
approach  to  cases  involving  requests  to 
exceed  our  population  criteria  has 
become  less  restricted  as  exempliHed  by 
the  recent  case  of  Waycross,  Georgia, 

45  FR  25806,  published  April  16, 1980,  47 
R.R.  2d  319,  which  holds  that  equitable 
and  efficient  distribution  of  available 
frequencies  depends  for  the  most  part 
on  the  preclusive  impact  of  a  specific 
proposal.  Otherwise,  to  “artificially 
restrain”  the  provision  of  additional 
broadcast  service  may  not  serve  the 
public  interest.  We  have  been  provided 
a  list  of  precluded  communities  and 
alternative  channel  assignments  by 
KBND,  Inc.  which  would  justify  our 
proposing  a  third  assignment  to  Bend. 
However,  the  need  for  and  the  impact  of 
a  fourth  assignment  to  Bend  has  not 
been  sufficiently  shown.  Thus,  we  issue 
this  proposal  to  provide  the  opportunity 
for  submissions  of  an  adequate  showing. 

6.  Preclusion,  (a)  According  to 
petitioner  KBND,  assignment  of  Channel 
289  to  Bend  will  preclude  the  use  of 
several  channels  in  nine  communities, 
as  follows: 


Community 

Population 

Channels 

precluded 

Madras . 

.  1.689 

288A.  292A 

Oakridge . 

.  3,422 

288A 

.  4,101 

288A.  292A 
288A.  292A 
289C 

.  3,721 

AsMand . 

.  12^342 

Btans . 

.  3,293 

289C.  290C 

.  1,566 

289C.  290C 
289C 

Klamath  Fans . 

.  15.775 

9,704 

289C 

KBND  states  that  in  each  case  the 
community  has  either  an  FM  assignment 
already  or  an  alternate  channel  available 
to  it  for  assignment. 

(b)  Petitioner  Cowan  states  that 
assignment  of  Channel  248  to  Bend  will 
have  “no  unacceptable  preclusion  on 
adjacent  channels.”  Precluded 
communities  with  populations  over  1,000 
and  possible  alternative  channels  were 
not  listed.  Cowan  is  requested  to 
provide  such  information  in  his 
comments.  See  Policy  Statement  to 


•Id  a\  837. 
'Id. 


Govern  Requests  for  Additional  FM 
Assignments,  8  F.C.C.  2d  79  (1967). 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments 
§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's  Rules) 
with  respect  to  Bend,  Oregon,  as 
follows: 


Channel  No. 

aty  - 

Present  Proposed 


Bend,  Oregon .  231,  264  231,  248,  264,  289 


8.  The  commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

9.  Interested  parties  may  file 
conunents  on  or  before  May  4, 1981,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  May  25, 
1981. 

10.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  rule  making  proceedings  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
See  Certificatian  that  Sections  603  and 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Do 
Not  Apply  to  Rule  Making  to  Amend 
§§  73.202(b),  73.504  and  73.606(b)  of  the 
Gommission’s Rules,  46  FR  11549, 
Published  February  9, 1981. 

11.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Kathy  A.  Grant, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contracts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  offrcially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 


1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  IT  IS 
PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  FM  Table 
of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  as 
set  forth  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  to  which  this  Appendix  is 
attached. 

2.  Showings  Required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 
Proponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in 
initial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a 
proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
frle  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits 
or  incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the 
channel  if  it  is  assigned,  and,  if 
authorized,  to  build  a  station  promptly. 
Failure  to  file  may  lead  to  denial  of  the 
request. 

3.  Cut-off  Procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the 
consideration  of  filings  in  this 
proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered 
if  advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 
Section  1.420(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the 
proposal(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be 
considered  as  comments  in  the 
proceeding,  and  Public  Notice  to  this 
effect  will  be  given  as  long  as  they  are 
filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later 
than  that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this 
docket. 

(c)  The  filing  of  a  counterproposal 
may  lead  the  Commission  to  assign  a 
different  channel  than  was  requested  for 
any  of  the  communities  involved. 

4.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments; 
Service.  Pursuant  to  applicable 
procedures  set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations,  interested  parties  may  file 
comments  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached.  All  submissions 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must  be 
made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate 
pleadings.  Comments  shall  be  served  on 
the  petitioner  by  the  person  filing  the 
comments.  Reply  comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  person(s)  who  filed 
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comments  to  which  the  reply  is  directed. 
Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  [See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of 
the  Commission's  Rules.] 

5.  Number  of  Copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Regulations,  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs  or 
other  documents  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  Inspection  of  Filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission's  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8638  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  90 

[PR  Docket  80-440] 

Land  Mobile  Radio  Stations  To  Provide 
for  Additional  Technologies  Which 
Can  Improve  the  Efficiency  of  Radio 
Spectrum  Use;  Order  Extending  Time 
for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 
Comments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  inquiry;  extension  of 
comment  and  reply  comment  period. 

summary:  This  Order  extends  the  time 
for  filing  comments  to  the  Notice  of 
Inquiry  in  Docket  PR  80-440  which 
solicited  information  and  comments 
concerning  the  application  of  spectrum 
efhcient  technologies  to  land  mobile 
radio  systems.  This  action  is  taken  to 
provide  additional  time  for  the 
submission  of  experimental  test  data  so 
that  it  may  be  examined  in  the  public 
record. 

DATES:  Comments  are  now  due  by  May 
26, 1981  and  replies  by  July  10, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Larry  Reed  or  Roger  Madden,  Policy 
Development  Division,  Private  Radio 
Bureau,  632-7597  or  632-6497. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  the 
Commission's  rules  governing  land 
mobile  radio  stations  to  provide  for 
additional  technologies  which  can 
improve  the  efficiency  of  radio  spectrum 
use.  Order  extending  time  for  filing 
comments  (See  also  45  FR  63305, 
September  24, 1980). 

Adopted;  March  5, 1981. 

Released:  March  6, 198x.  < 


By  the  Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau. 

1.  The  Land  Mobile  Communications 
Section  of  the  Communications  Division 
of  Electronics  Industries  Association 
has  Bled  a  request  for  an  extension  of 
the  deadline  for  filing  comments  on  the 
Notice  of  Inquiry  in  the  above-entitled 
matter.  The  Communications  Section 
requested  an  extension  of  90  days  in 
order  that  it  may  submit  data  resulting 
from  tests  and  experiments  that  likely 
will  be  pertinent  to  this  Inquiry.  It  has 
indicated  that  such  tests  are  expected  to 
be  analyzed  after  60  days,  and  30  more 
days  are  needed  for  preparing  the 
analysis  for  submission  to  the 
Commission. 

2.  Inasmuch  as  we  would  like  to 
provide  additional  opportimity  for  the 
inclusion  of  experimental  data  for  the 
record,  I  am,  therefore,  extending  the 
comment  and  reply  comment  periods  by 
75  and  45  days  respectively.  It  appears 
that  good  cause  has  been  shown  and 
that  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  granting  an  additional  period  in  order 
to  afford  the  petitioner  and  other 
interested  parties  a  full  opportunity  for 
their  preparation  and  presentations  in 
this  proceeding. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  pimsuant 
to  Section  0.331  and  1.46  of  the 
Commission's  Rules,  that  the  time  for 
niing  comments  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  is  extended  from  March  9, 
1981,  to  May  26, 1981,  and  for  frling  reply 
comments  from  May  11, 1981,  to  July  10, 
1981. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Cailos  V.  Roberts, 

Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8621  Filed  3-19-81: 9-45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  671^4>1-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1052 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC  42  (Sub-1)] 

Handling  of  C.O.D.  Shipments 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rules 
and  Termination  of  Proceeding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has  decided 
not  to  adopt  the  proposed  rules  (43  FR 
32314,  July  26, 1978)  which  proposed  to 
include  a  number  of  additional 
requirements  for  carriers  providing 
cash-on-delivery  (c.o.d.)  service  and  to 
discontinue  the  proceeding.  We  believe 
that  overly  detailed  industry-wide  rules 
governing  c.o.d.  shipments  are  not  in  the 
public  interest.  Elimination  of  the 


proposal  should  encourage  shipper- 
carrier  arrangements  which  are 
satisfactory  to  both  groups. 

DATE:  This  decision  will  be  effective 
March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Richard  B.  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall, 

(202)  275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  this 
proceeding,  we  proposed  to  amend  49 
CFR  1052.3  to  include  a  number  of 
additional  requirements  for  carriers 
providing  cash-on-delivery  (c.o.d.) 
service. '  We  proposed  to  limit  the  form 
of  payment,  to  limit  the  amount  of  cash 
that  could  be  accepted,  and  to  require 
that  checks  and  money  orders  be 
payable  only  to  the  consignee  or 
designated  payee.  We  also  sought 
comment  on  other  related  issues,  such 
as  the  need  for  separate  accounts  or 
escrow  accounts  for  c.o.d.  funds  held  by 
carriers  and  the  need  for  a  bonding 
requirement.  Generally,  the  proposals 
stemmed  from  a  concern  that  there  were 
insufficient  safeguards  to  ensure 
payment  of  the  ^ds  to  the  consignor, 
especially  in  the  case  of  carrier 
insolvency,  bankruptcy,  or 
misappropriation. 

The  limited  number  of  comments  fried 
in  response  to  our  proposals  were 
mixed.  Carriers,  for  the  most  part, 
objected  to  all  but  one  of  the  proposals. 
A  number  of  carriers  favored  a  limit  on 
the  amount  of  cash  a  carrier  should  be 
expected  to  collect.  Shippers  generally 
sought  greater  regulation  in  this  area  to 
prevent  improper  handling  of  c.o.d. 
funds  and  to  ensure  that,  in  the  case  of 
carrier  bankruptcy,  shippers  would  be  in 
a  more  favorable  position  than  that  of 
typical  unsecured  creditors. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  below,  we 
have  decided  not  to  implement  any  of 
these  proposals.  We  are  also  proposing, 
in  a  related  proceeding  (Ex  Parte  MC  42, 
Handling  of  C.O.D.  Shipments) 
instituted  this  date,  to  repeal  the  present 
10-day  remittance  rule. 

The  requirements  that  were  proposed 
closely  parallel  Item  430  of  the  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  Tarifr  100- 
G,  and  reflect  current  carrier  practice. 
However,  as  noted  above,  the  carriers 
are  strongly  opposed  to  making  these 
proposals  absolute  rules  for  the 
industry.  A  number  of  carriers  have 
published  exceptions  to  Item  430 
because  it  fails  to  meet  their  needs.  (See, 
for  example,  statements  of  Jones 
Transfer  Company,  Bayview  Trucking, 
Inc.,  and  United  Parcel  Service.) 


'  1052.3  now  requires  that  ao.d.  remittances  be 
made  within  10  days  of  delivery. 
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We  agree  with  the  National  Industrial 
Traffic  League’s  observation  that  “the 
balancing  of  benefits  and  burdens  is 
important  in  this  proceeding.”  It  is  our 
belief  that,  at  the  present  time,  the 
additional  burdens  that  would  be 
imposed  by  required  application  of 
certain  of  the  proposed  rules  ((a)(v),  (b), 
and  the  bonding  and  fund  segregation 
suggestions)  outweigh  their  benefits  as 
industry  requirements.  The  other 
proposals  do  not,  in  our  view,  warrant 
mandatory  rules. 

In  their  performance  of  c.o.d.  service, 
carriers  should  be  free  to  establish 
reasonable  and  nondiscriminatory  rules 
that  meet  their  needs  and  the  needs  of 
their  shippers.  This  is  not  to  say  that  the 
concerns  raised  by  shippers  here  are  not 
important.  We  recognize  the  legitimate 
interest  of  consignors  if  bankrupt 
carriers  have  commingled  c.o.d.  funds, 
and  we  believe  that  a  provision  such  as 
our  proposed  rule  (b)  is  a  reasonable 
one.  Similarly,  segregation  of  funds  is 
also  a  reasonable  approach  and  certain 
carriers  already  do  so.  However,  these 
observations  need  not  result  in  ironclad 
rules  for  the  industry.  We  must  prefer  to 
give  carriers  the  opportunity  to  offer 
whatever  services  are  necessary.  We 
see  no  significant  added  costs  in 
providing  many  of  these  services,  e.g., 
accepting  cash  greater  than  $250. 
Accepting  personal  checks,  on  the  other 
hand,  may  involve  added  risk,  although 
UPS  does  it  successfully.  We  also 
believe  that  a  requirement  that  checks 
be  made  payable  to  the  consignor  is  a 
reasonable  request  on  the  part  of 
shippers.  One  carrier  commenter 
pointed  out  that  it  accommodates  these 
requests  from  one  of  its  shippers. 

We  expect  that  reasonable  requests 
for  services  such  as  these  will  be  met  in 
the  marketplace.  If  carriers  are  able  to 
price  c.o.d.  service  at  a  level  that 
recovers  cost  and  produces  a  reasonable 
profit,  we  expect  that  a  real  choice  of 
carriers  will  be  available.  Thus,  as  this 
traffic  should  be  desireable,  competition 
should  produce  adequate  service 
responsive  to  shipper  needs.  Shippers 
dissatisfied  with  particular  c.o.d.  service 
or  fearful  of  imminent  bankruptcy  may 
use  another  carrier  or  support  the  need 
for  service  by  new  carriers.  In  addition, 
the  complaint  remedy-under  49  U.S.C. 
11701  remains  available,  if  reasonable 
c.o.d.  service  demands  are  not  met  in 
the  marketplace.  We  also  note  that 
order-notify  service  is  another 
alternative.  This  service  eliminates  the 
carriers  handling  of  the  funds. 

We  believe  this  analysis  is  consistent 
with  the  national  transportation  policy 
(49  U.S.C.  10101),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 


96-296.  New  section  7  of  that  policy 
states: 

With  respect  to  transportation  of  property 
by  motor  carrier,  to  promote  competitive  and 
efficient  transportation  services  in  order  to 
(A)  meet  the  needs  of  shippers,  receivers,  and 
consumers:  (B)  allow  a  variety  of  quality  and 
price  options  to  meet  changing  market 
demands  and  the  diverse  requirements  of  the 
shipping  public;  *  *  * 

Under  our  analysis,  carriers  will  be  able 
to  respond  quickly  and  effectively  to 
market  demands  and  adopt  rules  that 
meet  specific  needs  of  their  shippers. 

We  reaffirm  the  conclusion  that  c.o.d. 
service  is  an  integral  part  of  the  nation’s 
transportation  system  and  although  in 
exercising  our  regulatory  responsibilities 
we  see  no  need  to  prescribe  additional 
regulation,  we  remain  willing  to 
investigate  claims  or  unreasonable 
practice  or  discrimination.  See  C.O.D. 
and  Freight-Collect  Shipments,  356 
I.C.C.  37,  41^3  (1977). 

This  decision  does  not  significantly 
affect  either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources  nor  does  it  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  small  business. 

(49  U.S.C.  10101, 10321, 10701, 10762, 11101,  5 
U.S.C.  553) 

Decided;  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins, 
Vice  Chairman  Alexis,  Commissioners 
Gresham,  Clapp,  Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8576  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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49  CFR  Part  1052 

[Ex  Parte  MC  42  '] 

Handling  of  C.O.D.  Shipments 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  proposes  to 
revise  its  existing  regulations  to 
authorize  individual  carriers  to  establish 
their  own  nondiscriminatory  c.o.d. 
collection  and  remittance  rules  and  to 
eliminate  the  requirements  in  existing 
recordkeeping.  By  this  action,  the 
Commission  intends  to  promote  efficient 
operation  through  individually  tailored 
rules,  arid  to  promote  competition  which 
should  produce  better  c.o.d.  service. 
DATE:  Comments  of  interested  persons 
will  be  due  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  An  original  and  15  copies  of 
comments  should  be  sent  to:  Room  5356, 


'  The  petition  Tiled  January  17, 1980,  by  Mistletoe 
Express  Service  for  an  exemption  is  consolidated 
for  disposition  here. 


Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  B.  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall, 

(202)  275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Remittance  Period.  The  present 
regulations  for  the  handling  of  cash-on- 
delivery  (c.o.d)  funds  (49  CFR  1052) 
were  promulgated  in  1949.  Handling  of 
C.O.D.  Shipments,  51  M.C.C.  5  (1949). 
Among  other  things,  these  rules  require 
that  c.o.d.  monies  collected  by  carriers 
will  be  remitted  directly  to  the  consignor 
or  other  payee  designated  by  the 
consignor  within  10  days  following 
delivery  and,  at  the  same  time,  the 
delivering  carrier  will  notify  the 
originating  carrier,'' if  an  interline 
movement,  of  the  remittance  (49  CFR 
1052.3). 

We  propose  to  remove  this  rule  and  to 
substitute  a  rule  authorizing  each  carrier 
offering  c.o.d.  service  to  publish  its  own 
non-discriminatory  c.o.d.  provisions  in 
its  tariff. 

The  rule  requiring  remittance  of  c.o.d. 
funds  within  10  days  after  delivery  has 
been  in  effect  since  1949.  In  recent 
years,  fewer  carriers  have  been  eager  to 
undertake  c.o.d.  service  and  it  is  not  as 
available  as  it  once  was.  It  may  be  that 
the  10  day  remittance  requirement, 
among  other  things,  discourages  carriers 
from  providing  the  service.  Recently,  the 
Commission  was  informed  by  Mistletoe 
Express  Service  that  it  was  unable  to 
streamline  its  operation  to  meet  the  10 
day  deadline.* 

Under  our  proposal,  a  carrier  in  this 
situation  will  be  able  to  publish  a 
remittance  period  which  is  practical  for 
its  operation.  On  the  other  hand,  other 
carriers  could  remit  c.o.d.  funds  faster 
and  specify  a  shorter  remittance  period. 
We  believe  that  this  freedom  to  publish 
individual  c.o.d.  rules  will  create  an 
opportunity  for  additional  carriers  to 
offer  c.o.d.  service  to  the  public.  In  an 
era  of  inflation  and  high  interest  rates,  a 
carrier  which  remits  c.o.d.  funds 
promptly  offers  very  desirable  service. 

We  also  believe  that  out  proposal  is 
consistent  with  the  trend  in  motor 
carrier  regulation  evidenced  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L.  96- 
296.  That  Act  amended  the  national 
transportation  policy,  49  U.S.C.  10101(a), 
to  include: 

with  respect  to  transportation  of  property  by 
motor  carrier,  to  promote  competitive  and 
efficient  transportation  services  in  order  to 
(A)  meet  the  needs  of  shippers,  receivers,  and 


*  As  a  result  of  this  proposal,  we  will  not  consider 
Mistletoe's  request  further.  In  any  case,  the  rules 
provide  for  no  exceptions  and  a  rule  change  would 
have  been  necessary  to  grant  the  request. 
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consumers;  (B)  allow  a  variety  of  quality  and 
price  options  to  meet  changing  market 
demands  and  the  diverse  requirements  of  the 
shipping  public;  *  *  * 

Individual  c.o.d.  handling  rules  should 
enable  each  carrier  to  operate  more 
efficiently.  Each  carrier  may  tailor  its 
c.o.d.  rules  to  coordinate  best  with  its 
own  operations. 

We  recognize  that  the  length  of  time 
carriers  retain  c.o.d.  funds  is  of  extreme 
importance  to  shippers  and  that  freedom 
to  extend  the  remiftance  time  could  be 
used  to  discourage  c.o.d.  transportation. 
In  accordance  with  our  findings  in 
C.O.D.  and  Freight  Collect  Shipments, 
356  I.C.C.  37  (1978),  and  our  conviction 
that  c.o.d.  service  is  a  necessary  part  of 
motor  transportation  services,  we  are 
willing  to  investigate  claims  by  shippers 
that  reasonable  c.o.d.  service  or 
alternative  service  (perhaps  order- 
notify)  is  not  available.  We  are, 
nonetheless,  confident  that  increased 
entry  and  service  competition  will 
ensure  adequate  levels  of  c.o.d.  service. 
Whatever  provisions  determined  by  a 
carrier  (we  hope  in  consultation  with  its 
c.o.d.  shippers]  to  be  necessary  must  be 
applied  on  a  non-discriminatory  basis. 
The  size  of  a  shipper  or  the  amount  of 
c.o.d.  funds  involved  are  not  proper 
grounds  for  establishing  different 
remittance  periods  or  different 
procedures  (e.g.,  amounts  of  cash 
accepted,  acceptance  of  checks  payable 
to  the  consignor). 

We  also  believe  that  the  second  part 
of  §  1052.3,  requiring  notification  of 
remittance  to  the  originating  carrier  in  a 


joint  movement  at  the  time  the 
remittance  is  made,  should  be  removed. 
Matters  such  as  these  involving  day-to- 
day  carrier  relations  are  more 
appropriately  resolved  by  the  carriers 
themselves.  To  the  extent  connecting 
carriers  need  this,  or  other  similar 
information,  we  are  confident  that  they 
will  develop  procedures  that  meet  their 
needs. 

Carriers  offering  c.o.d.  service  will  be 
required  to  publish  their  c.o.d.  handling 
rules  in  their  tariffs.  As  discussed  above, 
the  rules  must  apply  to  all  the  carrier’s 
c.o.d.  shipments  and  would  be  subject  to 
protest  upon  filing.  The  rules  may 
include  as  many  optional  services  as 
may  be  desirable  or  needed  by 
particular  shippers  (e.g.  clear  shipper 
notation  requirement,  acceptance  of 
cash  versus  checks,  maximum  cash 
accepted],  and,  if  appropriate,  contain 
reasonable  charges  for  the  various 
services.  The  restrictions  imposed  on 
rate  bureau  activities  in  Ex  Parte  297 
(Sub-5),  Motor  Carrier  Rate  Bureaus- 
Implementation  of  Pub.  L.  96-296,  364 
I.C.C.  464,  served  December  30, 1980, 
will  be  applicable,  as  pertinent,  to 
collective  establishment  of  c.o.d.  rules. 

We  are  also  proposing  to  repeal  49 
CFR  1052.4,  which  requires  that  a 
separate  record  of  all  c.o.d.  shipments 
be  kept  and  that  it  contain  certain 
information.  Considering  the  need  for 
business  to  maintain  complete  records 
in  the  case  of  customer  inquiry  or 
problem,  we  question  the  necessity  of  a 
rule  to  accomplish  the  same  thing. 
Unless  the  carriers  believe  it  useful,  we 


see  no  need  for  a  separate  listing  for 
c.o.d.  shipments. 

It  is  proposed  that  §  1052.3  of  Part 
1052,  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  X  of  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1052.3  Collection  and  remittance. 

Every  common  carrier  of  property 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
§  1052.1,  which  provides  any  c.o.d. 
service  must  publish  and  maintain  a 
tariff  or  tariffs  which  set  forth  non- 
discriminatory  rules  governing  the 
collection  and  remittance  of  c.o.d.  funds. 

§  1052.4  [Removed] 

It  is  also  proposed  that  §  1052.4  be 
removed. 

The  proposed  rules  do  not  appear  to 
affect  signihcantly  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  the  conservation  of 
resources  or  small  business.  However, 
comments  on  this  issue  are  welcome. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  authority  contained  in  49 
U.S.C.  10101, 10321, 10762, 11101,  and  5 
U.S.C.  553. 

Decided:  March  9, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins, 
Vice  Chairman  Alexis,  Commissioners 
Gresham,  Clapp,  Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 
Commissioner  Gresham  concurring. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8697  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 
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Notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERAL 
PAY 

Continuation  of  Committee;  Public 
Inquiry 

This  is  to  request  any  expressions 
from  the  public  as  to  the  desirability  of 
continuation  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Federal  Pay. 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Federal 
Pay  was  established  by  the  Federal  Pay 
Comparability  Act  of  1970.  It  consists  of 
three  experts  on  pay  and  labor  relations 
who  are  Federal  employees  only  for  the 
time  that  they  serve  on  this  Committee. 
The  Committee  serves  as  an 
independent  third  party  in  advising  the 
President  on  salary  adjustments  for 
Federal  white-collar  employees.  In 
making  its  recommendations  on  pay 
increases  for  these  Federal  employees, 
the  Committee  considers  pay  in  the 
private  sector,  the  views  of  Federal 
employee  organizations,  government 
officials  and  pay  experts. 

Any  comments  should  be  sent  in 
writing  to  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Federal  Pay,  Suite  205, 1730  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006,  by  April 
10.  Any  such  communications  will  be 
incorporated  in  the  report  that  the 
Advisory  Committee  makes  to  the 
Administrator  of  GSA. 

|erome  M.  Rosow,  ' 

Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8533  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6820-43-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

North  Fork  Cascade  River  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  Evaluation,  Mount  Baker- 
Snoqualmie  National  Forest,  Skagit 
County,  Wash.;  Decision  Notice  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  (Pub. 
L.  90-542),  as  amended  by  the  National 


Parks  and  Recreation  Act  of  1978  (Pub. 

L.  95-625),  directed  that  a  segment  of  the 
North  Fork  Cascade  River  from  its 
confluence  with  the  South  Fork  to  the 
boundary  of  the  North  Cascades 
National  Park  be  investigated  to  find  if  it 
qualifies  for  the  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  Rivers  System. 

The  river  segment  is  located  within 
the  Mount  Baker-Snoqualmie  National 
Forest  and  is  approximately  one  mile 
long.  About  280  acres  of  National  Forest 
System  lands  are  encompassed  by  the 
study  area.  The  act  further  provides 
that,  if  the  segment  is  found  to  be 
qualified  and  suitable  for  the  National 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  System,  notice 
of  the  finding  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  the  segment  will 
become  a  component  of  the  National. 
System. 

A  Forest  Service  interdisciplinary 
study  team  developed  three  alternatives 
for  possible  management  of  the  river 
area.  Public  involvement  and 
interagency  coordination  were 
important  parts  of  this  phase  of  the 
study  process.  This  involvement  led  to 
the  elimination  of  one  alternative; 
namely,  partial  designation  of  the 
segment.  Therefore,  the  alternatives 
given  consideration  were:  a  no  action 
alternative  that  would  maintain  current 
management,  and  an  alternative  to 
designate  the  entire  one  mile  segment  as 
a  component  of  the  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  Rivers  System.  Subsequently,  the 
study  team  prepared  a  report  which 
contains  the  elements  of  an 
environmental  assessment  and 
documents  the  analysis  and  evaluation 
of  the  alternatives.  The  report  is 
available  for  public  review  in  the  Forest 
Service  office  in  Seattle,  Washington, 
and  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Forest 
Service,  Washington,  D.C. 

Based  on  the  analysis  and  evaluation 
described  in  the  environmental 
assessment,  it  is  my  decision  to 
implement  the  alternative  for 
designating  the  North  Fork  of  the 
Cascade  River  from  its  confluence  with 
the  South  Fork  to  the  boundary  of  the 
North  Cascades  National  Park  as  a 
component  of  the  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  Rivers  System.  This  segment 
meets  the  criteria  for  designation,  as 
established  by  the  Wild  and  Scenic 
Rivers  Act  and  the  Department  of 
Agriculture — ^Department  of  the  Interior 
Cuidelines  for  Evaluating  Wild  and 
Scenic  Rivers.  Designation  will  ensure 
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future  protection  of  the  water  quality 
and  scenic  values  and  will  protect  or 
enhance  cultural  resources.  Final 
management  plans  for  this  segment  will 
be  developed  in  the  Skagit  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  Management  Plan. 

I  have  determined  through  the 
environmental  analysis  that  this  is  not  a 
major  Federal  action  that  would 
signiHcantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment;  therefore,  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed.  This  determination  was  made 
considering  the  following  factors:  (a) 
designation  will  protect  and/or  enhance 
cultural  resources;  (b)  there  are  no 
irreversible  or  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources;  (c)  there  are 
no  adverse  effects  on  the  physical  or 
biological  environment,  and  effects  on 
the  social  and  economic  environment 
are  minimal  or  insignificant;  (d) 
wetlands  along  the  North  Fork  will  not 
be  affected;  and  (e)  there  are  no  known 
threatened  or  endangered  plants  or 
animals. 

Project  implementation  will  take  place 
on  the  date  this  decision  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  pursuant  to  Pub.  L. 
95-625. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary. 

March  16. 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8588  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-1 1-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

IDocket  394121 

Air  Berlin  USA  Fitness  Investigation; 
Assignment  of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Elias  C. 
Rodriguez.  Future  communications 
should  be  addressed  to  Judge  Rodriguez. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  16, 1981. 
Joseph  ).  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  fudge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8654  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


(Order  81-3-79;  Docket  39166] 

Air  Transport  Association;  Order 
Granting  Exemption 

Issued  Under  Delegated  Authority 
March  13, 1981. 
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By  application  filed  February  27, 1981, 
the  Air  Transport  Association  (ATA)  on 
behalf  of  the  U.S.  certificated  scheduled 
air  carriers  requests  that  the  exemption 
granted  by  Board  orders, '  be  amended 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit  them 
to  provide  free  unlimited  transportation 
over  their  domestic  routes  to  the  former 
hostages  and  selected  family  members 
during  the  period  of  April  14-18, 1981. 
The  current  exemptions  are  marked  to 
expire  with  March  10, 1981. 

In  support  of  its  application,  ATC 
states  that  the  purpose  of  the 
trapsportation  is  for  these  individuals  to 
travel  to  and  from  their  homes  to  a 
conference  site  in  connection  with  a 
meeting  to  be  called  by  the  Department 
of  state. 

We  find  that  the  reasons  given  by  the 
carriers  supporting  this  request  are 
consistent  v,fith  the  criteria  we  have 
previously  found  necessary  to  approve 
this  type  of  exemption,  and  the 
exemption  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interest,  and  therefore  we  will  approve 
the  exemption.  We  will  also  extend  this 
exemption  to  all  other  U.S.  air  carriers. 

Accordingly,  acting  under  authority 
delegated  by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s 
Regulations,  14  CFR  3854.16, 

1.  We  exempt  all  U.S.  air  carriers  from 
the  provisions  of  Section  403  of  the 
'Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  Parts 

221  and  223  of  the  Board's  Economic 
Regulations,  insofar  as  the  enforcement 
of  Section  403  and  Parts  221  and  223 
would  prevent  them  from  providing  the 
free  transportation  as  described  herein. 

2.  We  will  serve  a  copy  of  this  order 
on  all  U.S.  air  carriers. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  peitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective 
immediately  and  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  shall  not  preclude  its 
effectiveness.^ 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Julien  R.  Schrenk, 

Chief,  Donestic  Fares  and  Rates  Division, 
Bureau  of  Domestic  A  viation. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-8655  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  ain| 
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'  81-1-114.  January  22, 1981,  81-1-129,  January  28. 
1981.  81-2-36,  February  6. 1981,  and  81-2-lOS 
February  24, 1981. 


[Docket  Nos.  39403,  etc.] 

Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  and 
Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits  Filed  Under 
Subpart  Q  of  the  Board’s  Procedural 
Regulations;  Week  Ended  March  13, 
1981 

Subpart  Q  Applications 
The  due  date  for  answers,  conforming 


[Docket  392461 

Empresa  Guatemalteca  De  Aviacion 
(Aviateca)  Enforcement  Proceeding; 
Assignment  of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  John  M. 
Vittone.  Future  communications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Vittone. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  16, 1981. 

Joseph  J.  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8656  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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application,  or  motions  to  modify  scope 
are  set  forth  below  for  each  application. 
Following  the  answering  period  the  - 
Board  may  process  the  application  by 
expedited  procedures.  Such  procedures 
may  consist  of  the  adoption  of  a  show- 
cause  order,  a  tentative  order,  or  in 
appropriate  cases  a  final  order  without 
further  proceedings. 


[Dockets  33363, 39103, 39104] 

Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation  and  Applications  of 
Zantop  Airways,  Inc.;  Assignment  of 
Proceeding 

This  proceeding,  insofar  as  it  involves 
the  applications  of  Zantop  Airways, 

Inc.,  Dockets  39103  and  39104,  has  been 
assigned  to  Administrative  Law  Judge 
William  A.  Pope,  II.  Future 
communications  should  be  addressed  to 
Judge  Pope. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  12, 1981. 
Joseph  J.  Saunders 
Chief  Administrative  Law  fudge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6657  Filed  3-19-81:  a;45ain| 
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Date  filed  Docket  No.  Description 

Mar.  10,  1981 .  39403  Quebec  Aviation  Limited.  Hangar  No.  2,  Aeroport  de  Quebec,  Ste-Foy  Province  de 


Quebec.  Canada  G2E-3M3.  Application  of  Quebec  Aviation  Limited  pursuant  to 
Section  402  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations, 
requests  a  permit  authorizing  scheduled  foreign  air  transportation  of  persons,  mail 
and  property  between  Quebec  City  and  Boston,  between  Sherbrooke  and  Boston  and 
between  Quebec  City  and  Portland. 


Do .  Answers  may  be  filed  by  April  7,  1981. 

Mar.  13,  1981 .  39414  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  6060  Avion  Drive,  Los  Angeles.  Califomia  90045.  Application  of 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the 
Board's  Procedural  Regulations,  requests  amerxlment  of  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  Route  152  so  as  to  authorize  service  between  a  point 
or  points  in  the  United  States  and  Paris,  Marseilles,  and  Nice.  Frarne. 

Do .  Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  April 


9.  1981. 

Mar.  12,  1981 .  39417  Air  Florida,  Inc.,  3900  N.W.  79th  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida  33166.  Application  of  Air 

Florida,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's 
Procedural  Regulations,  requests  an  amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public  converv 
ience  and  necessity  for  Route  197-F  authorizing  it  to  engage  in  air  transportation 
with  respect  to  persons,  property  and  mail  as  follows:  Between  the  terminal  point 
Miamai,  Florida,  and  ther  terminal  poinL  Prestwick,  Scotland. 

Do .  Air  Florida  further  requests  that  the  Board  corxlition  this  authority  as  follows:  The  holder 

may  serve  Prestwick,  Scotland  on  flights  serving  foreign  points  listed  on  other 
segments  of  this  certificate  or  other  certificates  or  exemption  orders  authorizing  the 
holder  to  engage  in  foreign  air  transportation  arxl  may  carry  local  traffic  between 
such  points;  provided  that  such  service  may  be  conduct^  only  in  accordance  with  aH 
treaties  and  agreements  between  the  United  States  and  other  countries. 


Do .  Conforming  Applications,  motion^  to  modify  scope,  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  April 

9,  1981. 

Mar.  13,  1981 .  39427  Lone  Star  Airways,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2075,  Dallas.  Texas  75221.  Application  of  Lone  Star 

Airways.  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's 
Procedural  Regulations,  requests  authority  to  engage  in  scheduled  air  transportation 
of  passengers,  property  aivJ  mail  to  the  following  additional  markets:  Omaha, 
Nebraska;  Tulsa,  Oklahoma;  and  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

Do . . .  Conforming  Applications,  motions  to  modify  scope,  and  Anwers  may  be  filed  by  April 

10.  1981. 


Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.  81-8658  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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[Order  81-3-55;  Docket  39114] 

Trans  World  Airlines  Additional  Points, 
Akron/Canton-Youngstown 
Proceeding;  Order  To  Show  Cause 

Issued  under  delegated  authority; 
March  11, 1981. 

On  December  31, 1980,  Trans  World 
Airlines  (Trans  World)  filed  an 
application  in  Docket  39114  for 
amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  Route  2 
so  as  to  authorize  it  to  engage  in 
unrestricted  operations  between  the 
terminal  point  Akron/Canton,  Ohio, 
eighty-two  intermediate  points,  and  the 
terminal  point  Youngstown,  Ohio.* 

Trans  World  submitted  requisite 
schedules  and  other  data  for  its 
proposed  operations,  and  requested  that 
its  application  be  processed  under 
Subpart  Q  in  a  show-cause  proceeding. 

A  statement  of  position  was  received 
on  February  2, 1981,*  from  the  Lubbock 
Civic  Parties,’  supporting  approval  of 
the  proposed  application  of  Trans 
World. 

Eleven  points  involved  in  Trans 
World's  application  already  appear  on 
the  carrier’s  certificate,  namely: 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
Boston,  Massachusetts 
Chicago,  Illinois 
Denver,  Colorado 
Honolulu,  Hawaii 
Houston,  Texas 
Los  Angeles,  California 
Miami,  Florida 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania 
St.  Louis,  Missouri 
Seattle-Tacoma,  Washington 

We  therefore  will  dismiss  Trans 
World’s  application  as  it  pertains  to 
these  points. 

We  have  decided  to  issue  an  order  to 
show  cause  why  Trans  World’s 
application  for  new  unrestricted 
authority  at  the  points  listed  in 
Appendix  B  should  not  be  granted.  We 
tentatively  conclude,  on  the  basis  of  the 
tentative  findings  below,  that  it  is 
consistent  with  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  to  award  unrestricted 
authority  to  ‘Trans  World  *  at  the  points 
in  Appendix  B.  Further,  we  tentatively 


'  See  Appendix  A:  List  of  Cities.  Appendices  A-C 
are  Tiled  as  a  part  of  the  original  document. 

*The  statement  of  position  was  late  Tiled  and  not 
accompanied  by  a  motion  to  Tile  a  late  document 
under  Part  302.4  of  our  Procedural  Rules.  We  will 
acknowledge  it  despite  this  procedural  omission. 

*The  Lubbock  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Board 
of  City  Development  and  the  Lubbock  Airport 
Board. 

*On  the  basis  of  officially  noticeable  data,  we 
find  that  Trans  World  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  is  fit  willing  and  able  to  perform  the  air 
services  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  our  rules,  regulations  and 
requirements. 


conclude  that  no  oral  evidentiary 
hearing  is  needed  here  since  there  are 
no  material  determinative  issues  of  fact 
requiring  such  a  hearing  for  their 
resolution. 

Upon  review  of  all  the  facts  and 
pleadings  in  this  case,  we  have 
tentatively  determined  that  there  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  grant 
unrestricted  authority  at  the  73  points  ® 
requested  by  Trans  World.®  Our 
tentative  conclusions  comport  with  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  the  Airline 
Deregulation  Act  of  1978,  particularly 
the  declaration  of  policy  set  forth  in 
Section  102  which  instructs  us  to  rely,  to 
the  maximum  extent  possible,  on 
competitive  forces,  including  potential 
competition.’  See  our  general 
conclusions  about  the  benefits  of 
multiple  authority  in  Improved 
Authority  to  Wichita  Case,  et  ai.  Order 
78-12-106,  December  14, 1978. 
Accordingly,  we  conclude  that  it  is 
desirable  to  award  the  additional 
authority  sought  by  the  applicant, 
whether  or  not  services  are  in  fact 
operated.  The  existence  of  additional 
operating  rights  at  points  now  being 
served  by  incumbent  carriers  or 
authorized  to  be  served  will  best  effect 
the  statute’s  policy  objective  of  placing 
maximum  reliance  on  the  decisions  of 
the  marketplace.  This  will  occur 
because  newly  authorized  carriers  may 
actually  enter  the  points  in  order  to 
exploit  unmet  demand,  both  in  terms  of 
price  and  service,  or  because 
incumbents  will  be  encouraged  by  the 
realistic  threat  of  entry  to  meet  that 
demand.  Because  demand  is  dynamic  in 
character  and  therefore  constantly 
changing,  the  most  effective  means  to 


*  Excludes  11  points  described  in  paragraph  3  on 
page  1.  See  Appendix  B. 

*We  recently  have  amended  Part  203  of  our 
Regulations  to  make  clear  that  after  December  31, 
1980.  the  addition  of  a  new  point  to  a  certiTicated 
carrier's  route  will  automatically  authorize  the 
carrier  to  provide  unrestricted  nonstop  service 
between  such  point  and  all  other  points  on  its 
system  (see  ER-1206  and  1207).  In  the  future, 
therefore,  it  will  be  suBicient  for  an  application  filed 
under  Subpart  Q  to  list  points  at  which  the  carrier 
wishes  to  obtain  new  certificate  authority,  such 
application  will  satisfy  the  evidience  requirements 
of  Subpart  Q  if  it  contains  illustrative  sdiedules  and 
the  other  requisite  data  for  operations  from  the  new 
cities  to  a  base  city  or  cities  already  included  in  the 
carrier's  certiTicate. 

'  Section  102(a)  speciTies  as  being  in  the  public 
interest,  among  other  things:  "The  placement  of 
maximum  reliance  on  competitive  market  forces 
and  on  actual  and  potential  competition  (A)  to 
provide  the  needed  air  transportation  system,  (B)  to 
encourage  efTicient  and  well-managed  carriers  to 
earn  adequate  proTits  and  to  attract  capital"  and 
"The  encouragement,  development  and 
maintenaance  of  an  air  transportation  system 
relying  on  actual  and  potential  competition  to 
provide  efTiciency,  innovation  and  low  prices,  and 
to  determine  the  variety,  quality  and  price  of  air 
transportation  services." 


assure  that  competitive  forces  will 
operate  quickly  and  efficiently  is  to 
award  operating  authority  to  all  carriers 
that  are  fit,  willing  and  able  to  provide 
service. 

We  remain  open  to  receiving 
objections  to  the  award  of  route 
authority  and  will  continue  to  evaluate 
and  adjudicate  any  such  objections.  In 
particular,  we  are  sensitive  to  claims 
based  on  environmental  considerations, 
and  will  consider  matters  based  on  any 
special  factual  circumstances 
concerning  a  given  point.  Nevertheless, 
while  we  will  consider  any  claim  that 
we  should  not  apply  the  policy  of 
multiple  entry  in  a  particular  case,  the 
fundamental  policies  of  the  Act  lead  us 
to  conclude  that  generally  we  should 
continue  to  award  authority  at  new 
points  to  all  fit,  willing  and  able  carriers 
in  order  to  assure  that  the  benefits  of 
competition  are  widely  available. 

In  accordance  with  our  rules,  Trans 
World  submitted  an  estimate  of  the 
amount  of  annual  aircraft  fuel  required 
if  it  instituted  daily  nonstop  round  trip 
service  between  and  among  the  84 
points  applied  for — 82.3  million  gallons. 
Clearly,  no  operation  of  this  scope  or 
remotely  approaching  it  will  materialize. 
The  authority  we  are  awarding  is 
permissive  and  Trans  World  will 
exercise  such  authority  only  as  it 
perceives  a  demand  that  it  can 
profitably  satisfy.  What  we  expect  to 
materialize  eventually  from  our  award 
here,  if  anything,  is  some  pattern  of 
single-plane  or  connecting  flights 
serving  some  of  the  points  where  other 
carriers  have  withdrawn  existing 
services  or  Trans  World  steps  in  to  meet 
growing  demand.  Such  service  would 
involve  far  less  than  the  projected 
gallonage  and  would  be  in  the  public 
interest.  We  therefore  conclude  that  our 
action  fully  meets  the  standards  of  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

We  will  give  interested  persons  30 
days  following  the  service  date  of  this 
order  to  show  cause  why  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  here 
should  not  be  made  final;  answers  will 
be  due  within  10  days  after  that.  We 
expect  such  persons  to  direct  their 
objections,  if  any,  to  the  application  and 
points  at  issue,  and  to  support  such 
objections  with  detailed  economic 
analysis.  If  an  oral  evidentiary  hearing 
or  discovery  procedures  are  requested, 
the  objector  should  state  in  detail  why 
such  a  hearing  or  discovery  is 
considered  necessary  and  what  material 
issues  of  decisional  fact  he  would 
expect  to  establish  through  such  hearing 
or  discovery  that  cannot  be  established 
in  written  pleadings.  The  objector 
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should  consider  whether  discovery  ^ 
procedures  alone  would  sufHce  to 
resolve  material  issues  of  decisional 
fact;  if  so,  the  type  of  procedure  should 
be  specified  (see  Part  302,  Rules  19  and 
20);  if  not,  the  reasons  why  not  should 
be  explained.  We  will  not  entertain 
general,  vague,  or  unsupported 
objections. 

If  no  objections  are  filed,  the 
Secretary  shall  enter  an  order  which 
will  make  final  our  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  and  will  issue  the 
amended  certificate. 

We  are  issuing  this  order  under 
authority  delegated  by  the  Board  in  its 
Regulations,  14  CFR  385.13. 

Accordingly:  1.  We  institute  the  Trans 
World  Airlines  Additional  Points 
Akron/Canton-  Youngstown  Proceeding, 
Docket  39114; 

2.  We  dismiss  as  moot  the  application 
of  Trans  World  in  Docket  39114  to  the 
extent  that  it  involves  authority  at 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  Chicago,  Illinois, 

Denver,  Colorado,  Honolulu,  Hawaii, 
Houston,  Texas,  Los  Angeles,  California, 
Miami,  Florida,  Pittsburgh, 

Pennsylvania,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  and 
Seattle-Tacoma,  Washington; 

3.  We  direct  all  interested  persons  to 
show  cause  why  we  should  not  allow 
the  tentative  findings  and  conclusions 
stated  above  to  become  final,  and 
amend  the  cerificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  of  Trans 
World  for  Route  2  to  allow  it  to  engage 
in  unrestricted  operations  at  the  73 
points^  listed  in  Appendix  B; 

4.  We  direct  any  interested  persons 
having  objections  to  the  issuance  of  an 
order  making  Bnal  any  of  the  proposed 
findings,  conclusions,  or  certiHcate 
amendment  set  forth  here,  to  file  in 
Docket  39114,  and  serve  upon  all 
persons  listed  in  paragraph  7  no  later 
than  April  15, 1981,  a  statement  of 
objections  together  with  a  summary  of 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  evidence 
expected  to  be  relied  upon  to  support 
the  objections;  answers  to  objections 
shall  be  Bled  no  later  than  April  27, 

1981; 

5.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  Bled,  we  will  accord  full 
consideration  to  the  matters  or  issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  we  take 
further  action;* 

6.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  Bled, 
the  Secretary  will  enter  an  order  making 
Bnal  our  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  and  issue  the  certiBcate 
amendment;  and 


'See  footnote 

'Since  we  have  provided  for  the  Tiling  of 
objections  to  this  order,  we  will  not  entertain 
petitions  for  review. 


7.  We  will  serve  a  copy  of  this  order 
on  all  parties  listed  in  Appendix  C. 

We  will  publish  a  summary  of  this 
order  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-a6S9  Filed  3-1S-81;  8:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  632(MI1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
Agriculture  Statistics  and  Census 
Advisory  Committee  on  Population 
Statistics;  Cancellation  of  Public 
Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
cancellation  of  the  meetings  of  two 
census  advisory  committees:  The 
Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
Agriculture  Statistics  and  the  Census 
Advisory  Committee  on  Population 
Statistics.  Notices  of  these  meetings 
were  previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  3. 1981,  (46  FR 14913), 
and  March  6. 1981,  (46  FR  15525), 
respectively.  The  meetings  are  being 
cancelled  because  of  current  travel 
limitations  and  related  budgetary 
problems. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Daniel  B.  Levine, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

|FR  Doc.  St-8728  Tiled  3-19-81;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  3510-07-H 


International  Trade  Administration 

Butter  From  Denmark;  Preliminary 
Results  of  Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order  and  of 
Tentative  Determination  To  Revoke 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order  and  of 
Tentative  Determination  To  Revoke. 

SUMMARY:  As  a  result  of  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
countervailing  duty  order  on  butter  from 
Denmark,  the  Department  of  Commerce 
has  tentatively  determined  to  revoke 
such  order  on  the  grounds  that  the 
Government  of  Dennark  has  eliminated 
the  subsidy.  This  product  remains 
covered  by  the  order  on  dairy  products 
from  the  EC.  Interested  parties  are 
invited  to  comment  on  this  decision. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  2a  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul ).  McGarr,  Office  of  Compliance. 


Room  1126,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
(202-377-2104). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Procedural  Background 

On  September  2a  1935,  in  T.D.  47896, 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  imposed 
countervailing  duties  on  butter  imported 
directly  or  indirectly  from  Denmark,  The 
notice  stated  that  the  Treasury 
Department  had  determined  that  exports 
of  butter  from  Denmark  were  provided 
bounties  or  grants,  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(19  U.S.C.  1303)  (“the  Tariff  Act").  On 
December  29, 193a  T.D.  48734  modiBed 
this  prior  order,  restricting  its 
application  to  butter  exported  indirectly 
firam  Denmark  on  or  after  November  10, 
1935. 

On  January  1, 1973,  Denmark  became 
a  member  of  the  European  Communities 
(“the  EC”).  Since  then,  the  Common 
Agricultural  Policy  of  the  EC  has  applied 
to  all  butter  exported  from  Denmark.  On 
May  19, 1975,  a  “Final  Countervailing  * 
Duty  Determination”  on  dairy  products’ 
from  the  EC,  including  Denmark,  T.D. 
75-113,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Reg^er  (40  FR  21719).  The  notice  stated 
that  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  had 
determined  that  exports  of  certain  dairy 
products  from  the  EC,  including  butter, 
were  subject  to  bounties  or  grants 
within  the  meaning  of  section  303  of  the 
Tariff  Act.  In  conjunction  with  the 
notice.  T.D.  75-114  was  published 
waiving  imposition  of  countervailing 
duties  under  the  authority  of  section 
303(d)  of  the  Tariff  Act. 

On  January  1, 1980,  the  provisions  of 
title  I  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979  (“the  TAA”)  became  effective.  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  countervailing  duty 
law  was  transferred  from  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
Department”).  The  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of  May 
la  1980  (45  FR  31455)  a  notice  of  intent 
to  conduct  administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  countervailing  duty  orders. 
As  required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff 
Act,  the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  order  on 
butter  Bnm  Denmark. 

Sctqie  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
butter  imported  indi^tly  from 
Denmaric.  Such  imports  are  currently 
classifiable  under  items  116.00-116.25, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States. 
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The  review  covers  the  period  January  1, 
1973  to  the  present. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

The  Department  has  received  official 
confirmation  from  the  Government  of 
Denmark  that  the  Government  abolished 
all  subsidy  programs  for  exported  butter 
when  Denmark  became  a  member  of  the 
EC  on  January  1, 1973.  Therefore,  the 
Department  has  tentatively  determined 
to  revoke  the  1935  countervailing  duty 
order  concerning  butter  from  Denmark. 
Such  merchandise  will  remain  covered 
by  the  1975  countervailing  duty  order  on 
dairy  products  from  the  European 
Communities. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  this  decision  on  or  before 
April  20, 1981  and  may  request 
disclosure  and/ or  a  hearing  on  or  before 
April  6, 1981.  The  Department  will 
publish  a  notice  of  final  results  of 
administrative  review  after  analysis  of 
issues  raised  in  written  comments  or  at 
a  hearing. 

This  administrative  review,  tentative 
determination  to  revoke,  and  notice  are 
in  accordance  with  section  104(c}  of  the 
TAA  and  sections  751{a)[l),  (c)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1),  (c))  and 
§  §  355.41  and  355.42  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  355.41,  355.42). 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8612  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Ceramic  Wall  Tile  From  the  United 
Kingdom;  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of  Antidumping 
Finding  and  of  Tentative 
Determination  To  Revoke 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of  Antidumping 
Finding  and  of  Tentative  Determination 
to  Revoke. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that,  as  a  result  of  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  ceramic  wall  tile 
from  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  has 
tentatively  determined  to  revoke  such 
finding.  All  sales  by  the  only  known 
exporter  covered  by  the  finding,  H  &  R 
Johnson,  Ltd.,  with  the  exception  of 
several  isolated  sales  on  which  de 
minimis  margins  were  found,  were  made 
at  not  less  than  fair  value  for  the  period 
December  1, 1975  through  December  31, 
1979.  There  is  no  indication  of  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value  since  that  time. 


Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  this  decision. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Mr.  Jonathan  Seiger,  Office  of 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-3986). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  May  18, 1971,  a  dumping  finding 
with  respect  to  ceramic  wall  tile  from 
the  United  Kingdom  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  Treasury 
Decision  71-129  (36  FR  9009-10).  On 
June  26, 1974,  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  excluding  Pilkington's 
Tiles  Sales,  Ltd.  from  the  scope  of  the 
finding  (39  FR  20786).  On  January  1, 

1980,  the  provisions  of  title  I  of  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1979  became 
effective.  Title  I  replaced  the  provisions 
of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921  (“the 
1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title  VII  to  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  ("the  Tariff  Act”).  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  antidumping  duty  law 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”).  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511- 
12)  a  notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  findings.  As 
required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  finding  on 
ceramic  wall  tile  from  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  substantive  provisions  of 
the  1921  Act  apply  to  all  unliquidated 
entries  made  prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Merchandise  covered  by  this  review  is 
glazed  ceramic  wall  tile,  currently 
classifiable  under  item  532.2400  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA).  The  Department 
knows  of  only  one  exporter  of  ceramic 
wall  tile  from  the  United  Kingdom  to  the 
United  States  still  covered  by  the 
finding. 

That  firm  is  H  &  R  Johnson,  Ltd.  The 
review  covers  the  period  from  December 
1, 1975  through  December  31, 1979.  The 
Treasury  Department  previously 
reviewed  all  earlier  periods  covered  by 
the  finding  and  issued  appraisement 
instructions  (“master  lists”)  for  those 
periods.  The  issue  of  the  Department’s 
obligation  to  conduct  administrative 
review  of  entries,  unliquidated  as  of 
January  1, 1980,  and  covered  by  previous 
appraisement  instructions,  is  under 


review.  Liquidation  has  been  suspended 
pending  disposition  of  this  issue. 

Purchase  Price 

The  Department  used  purchase  price, 
as  defined  in  section  203  of  the  1921  Act, 
in  cases  where  sales  were  made  to 
unrelated  purchasers  in  the  U.S.  prior  to 
the  date  of  exportation.  Purchase  price 
here  was  calculated  on  the  basis  of  the 
F.O.B.  packed  price  to  unrelated 
purchasers.  Where  applicable,  we 
deducted  cash  discounts  from  this  price. 
No  other  adjustments  were  claimed  or 
allowed. 

Exporter’s  Sales  Price 

The  Department  used  exporter’s  sales 
price,  as  defined  in  section  204  of  the 
1921  Act,  in  cases  where  sales  were 
made  to  a  related  U.S.  purchaser. 
Exporter’s  sales  prices  here  were 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  delivered 
price  from  the  related  U.S.  party  to 
unrelated  U.S.  purchasers.  Where 
applicable,  deductions  were  made  for 
cash  discounts,  ocean  freight,  U.S.  duty 
and  insurance.  No  other  adjustments 
were  claimed  or  allowed. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

The  Department  used  home  market 
price,  as  defined  in  section  205  of  the 
1921  Act,  since  sufficient  quantities  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise  were  sold 
in  the  home  market  to  provide  the  basis 
for  comparison.  H  &  R  Johnson  sold  81% 
of  its  total  production  in  the  home 
market  during  the  covered  period.  The 
home  market  prices  here  are  based  on 
delivered  prices  with  adjustments  for 
cash  discounts,  a  U.K.  inland  freight 
differential,  and  a  packing  differential. 
Adjustments  for  differences  in 
circumstances  of  sale,  in  accordance 
with  §  153.10  of  the  Customs  Service 
Regulations  or  §  353.15  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations,  were  made,  where 
applicable,  for  the  costs  of  technical 
services  and  advertising.  When  home 
market  price  was  compared  to 
exporter’s  sale  price,  we  made  an 
additional  adjustment  for  home  market 
selling  expenses.  No  other  adjustments 
were  claimed  or  allowed. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  comparison  of 
purchase  price  (and  exporter’s  sale 
price,  vvhere  appropriate)  to  foreign 
market  value,  we  have  concluded  that, 
with  the  exception  of  several  isolated 
sales  on  which  de  minimis  margins  were 
found,  there  were  no  sales  at  less  than 
fair  value  by  H  &  R  Johnson,  Ltd.  for  the 
period  December  1, 1975  through 
December  31, 1979.  There  is  no 
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indication  of  any  sales  at  less  than  fair 
value  by  this  firm  since  that  time. 

As  provided  for  in  §  353.54(e)  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations,  H  &  R  Johnson, 
Ltd.  has  agreed  in  writing  to  an 
immediate  suspension  of  liquidation  and 
reinstatement  of  the  Hnding  if 
circumstances  develop  which  indicate 
that  ceramic  wall  tile  thereafter 
imported  into  the  United  States  is  being 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value. 

Tentative  Determination 

As  a  result  of  our  review  we 
tentatively  determine  to  revoke  the 
finding  on  ceramic  wall  tile  from  the 
United  Kingdom.  If  the  finding  is 
revoked  it  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
unliquidated  entries  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Interested 
parties  may  submit  written  comments 
on  or  before  April  20, 1981,  and  may 
request  disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  on 
or  before  April  6, 1981.  A  request  for 
administrative  protective  order  must  be 
made  on  or  before  March  25, 1981.  The 
Department  will  publish  the  final  results 
of  the  administrative  review  including 
the  results  of  its  analysis  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing.  The  Department 
will,  for  entries  made  during  the  period 
of  review,  issue  appraisement 
instructions  for  this  exporter  directly  to 
the  Customs  Service.  The  Department 
will  issue  subsequent  appraisement 
instructions  for  entries  made  between 
January  1, 1980  and  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice. 

This  administrative  review,  tentative 
determination  to  revoke,  and  notice  are 
in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1)  and 
(c)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1), 
(c))  and  §  353.54(e)  of  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  C^  353.54(e)). 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8556  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 


Diamond  Tips  for  Phonograph  Needles 
From  the  United  Kingdom;  Preliminary 
Results  of  Administrative  Review  of 
Antidumping  Finding 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
action:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of  Antidumping 
Finding. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
has  conducted  an  administrative  review 
of  the  antidumping  Hnding  on  diamond 
tips  for  phonograph  needles  from  the 


United  Kingdom.  The  review  covers  two 
of  the  three  known  exporters  of  this 
merchandise  to  the  United  States.  The 
review  covers  separate  time  periods  up 
to  March  31, 1980  for  each  exporter.  This 
review  indicates  the  existence  of 
dumping  margins  in  particular  periods 
for  one  of  the  exporters,  and  the 
absence  of  dumping  margins  during  the 
entire  period  of  review  for  the  other 
exporter.  The  Department  is  currently 
conducting  review  of  the  third  exporter. 

*  As  a  result  of  the  present  review,  the 
Department  has  preliminarily 
determined  to  assess  dumping  duties  for 
the  one  exporter  equal  to  the  calculated 
difference  between  foreign  market  value 
and  United  States  price  on  each  of  its 
shipments  occurring  during  the  covered 
periods.  Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Philip  S.  Gallas,  Office  of 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
(202-377-4023). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Procedural  Background 

On  April  1, 1972,  a  dumping  Hnding 
with  respect  to  diamond  tips  for 
phonograph  needles  from  the  United 
Kingdom  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  Treasury  Decision  72-91  (37 
FR  6665).  On  January  1, 1980,  the 
provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  became 
effective.  Title  I  replaced  the  provisions 
of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921  (“the 
1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title  VII  to  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff  Act”).  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  antidumping  duty  law 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (’’the  Department”).  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511- 
12)  a  notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  Hndings.  As 
required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act. 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  Hnding  on 
diamond  tips  for  phonograph  needles 
from  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
substantive  provisions  of  the  1921  Act 
apply  to  all  unliquidated  entries  made 
prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
diamond  tips  for  phonograph  needles, 
consisting  of  an  almost  microscopic  chip 
of  diamond  bonded  to  steel  and  shaped 
to  Ht  into  the  grooves  of  a  phonograph 


record.  Diamond  tips  for  phonograph 
needles  are  currently  classiHable  under 
item  685.340  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  Annotated  (TSUSA). 

The  Department  knows  of  a  total  of 
three  exporters  to  the  United  States  of 
diamond  tips  for  phonograph  needles 
from  the  United  Kingdom.  This  review 
covers  two  of  them,  Bauden  Precision 
Diamonds  Ltd.  (“Bauden”)  and  Diamond 
Stylus  Company  Ltd.  (“Diamond 
Stylus”),  for  all  time  periods  up  to  March 
31, 1980,  during  which  shipments  of 
diamond  tips  for  phonograph  needles 
may  have  been  made  to  the  United 
States  and  for  which  appraisement 
instructions  (“Master  lists”)  have  not 
been  issued.  Therefore,  different  time 
periods  are  involved  for  each  company. 
The  Department  is  currently  conducting 
a  review  of  the  third  company, 

Fidelitone  International  Ltd.,  and  will 
publish  the  results  in  a  subsequent 
notice.  The  issue  of  the  Department’s 
obligation  to  conduct  administrative 
review  of  entries  unliquidated  as  of 
January  1, 1980  and  covered  by  prior 
master  lists  is  under  review,  liquidation 
has  been  suspended  pending  disposition 
of  the  issue. 

United  States  Price 

In  calculating  United  States  price  for 
all  sales  by  Bauden  during  the  entire 
review  period,  the  Department  used 
exporter’s  sales  price,  as  deHned  in 
section  772(c)  of  the  Tariff  Act  or  section 
204  of  the  1921  Act,  since  all  sales  were 
made  to  a  related  purchaser.  In  this  case 
exporter’s  sales  price  was  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  an  ex-factory,  packed  price 
to  the  Hrst  unrelated  purchaser  in  the 
United  States.  Deductions  were  made 
for  U.S.  duty,  brokerage  charges,  selling 
expenses,  and  repacking.  No  other 
adjustments  were  claimed  or  allowed. 

In  calculating  United  States  price  for 
most  sales  by  Diamond  Stylus,  the 
Department  again  used  exporter’s  sales 
price  since  those  sales  were  made  to  a 
related  purchaser.  Phono  Stylus  Corp.  In 
this  case  exporter’s  sales  price  was 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  an  ex-factory, 
packed  price  to  the  Hrst  unrelated 
purchaser  in  the  United  States. 
Deductions  were  made  for  U.S.  duty, 
brokerage  charges,  selling  expenses, 
repacking,  U.S.  inland  freight,  and 
insurance.  No  other  adjustments  were 
claimed  or  allowed. 

Some  of  the  sales  made  by  Diamond 
Stylus  during  the  period  under  review 
were  made  directly  to  unrelated  U.S. 
customers.  In  such  instances,  in 
calculating  United  States  price  the 
Department  used  purchase  price,  as 
deHned  in  section  772(b)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  or  section  203  of  the  1921  Act.  In  this 
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case  purchase  price  was  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  an  ex-factory,  packed  price 
to  the  unrelated  purchaser  in  the  United 
States.  No  adjustments  were  claimed  or 
allowed. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

In  calculating  foreign  market  value  for 
both  firms  the  Department  used  home 
market  price,  as  defined  in  section 
773(a)  of  the  Tariff  Act  or  section  205  of 
the  1921  Act,  since  sufHcent  quantities 
of  such  or  similar  merchandise  were 
sold  in  the  home  market  to  provide  a 
basis  for  comparison.  Diamond  Stylus 
sold  in  the  home  market  at  least  6 
percent  of  total  sales,  and  at  least  7 
percent  of  sales  for  export  to  countries 
other  than  the  United  States,  during  the 
periods  covered.  Bauden  sold  in  the 
home  market  at  least  12  percent  of  total 
sales.  Bauden  made  no  sales  for  export 
other  than  those  to  the  United  States. 
Home  market  prices  for  both  companies 
were  based  on  the  ex-factory,  packed 
price.  No  adjustments  were  claimed  or 
allowed. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  comparison  of 
United  States  price  to  foreign  market 
value,  we  preliminarily  determine  that 
the  following  margins  exist: 


Company 

Time  period 

Mar¬ 

gin 

(per¬ 

cent) 

Diamond  Styhjs/Phono  Stylus . 

7/1/78-3/31/79 

4/1/79-3/31/80 

0 

.79 

Piamond  Stylus . 

7/1/78-3/31/79 

4/1/79-3/31/80 

2.1 

.0 

7/1/76-10/31/77 

11/1/77-3/31/80 

0 

‘0 

'  No  shipments  during  this  peiiod. 


Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  these  preliminary  results 
on  or  before  April  20, 1981,  and  may 
request  disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  on 
or  before  April  6, 1981.  Any  request  for 
administrative  protective  order  must  be 
made  no  later  than  March  25, 1981.  The 
Department  will  publish  the  final  results 
of  the  administrative  review  including 
the  results  of  its  analysis  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing. 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  U.S.  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
duties  on  all  entries  made  with  purchase 
dates  or  export  dates  as  appropriate 
during  the  time  periods  involved. 
Individual  differences  between  purchase 
price  or  exporter’s  sales  price  and 
foreign  market  value  may  vary  from  the 
percentages  stated  above.  The 
Department  will  issue  appraisement 


instructions  separately  on  each  exporter 
directly  to  the  Customs  Service. 

Further,  as  required  by  §  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  upon  the  most  recent  of 
the  margins  calculated  above  shall  be 
required  on  all  shipments  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  the  final  results.  This 
requirement  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
and  §  353.53  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.53). 

)ohn  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81~B5S8  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-M 


Printed  Vinyl  Film  From  Brazil; 
Preliminary  Results  of  Administrative 
Review  of  Antidumping  Finding 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  preliminary  results  of 
administrative  review  of  antidumping 
finding. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
has  conducted  an  administrative  review 
of  the  antidumping  finding  on  printed 
vinyl  film  from  Brazil.  The  review  is 
limited  to  the  only  known  exporters — 
Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A.  and 
Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A. — and  to  the 
periods  July  1, 1978  through  July  31, 1980; 
and  December  1, 1973  through  July  31, 
1980,  respectively.  The  review  has 
disclosed  no  imports  of  printed  vinly 
film  from  Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A. 
for  the  period  July  1, 1978  through  July 
31, 1980.  There  are  no  known 
unliquidated  entries  for  this  firm  for  the 
period  of  the  review.  The  Department 
has  evidence  that  there  was  a  shipment 
by  Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.  during  the 
covered  period  which  remains 
unliquidated.  For  the  latter  firm  the 
Department  has  preliminarily  decided  to 
assess  dumping  duties  equal  to  the 
calculated  differences  between  foreign 
market  value  and  purchase  price  on  that 
shipment.  Since  no  information  was 
received  from  this  firm,  the  Department 
has  used  the  best  information  available. 
Although  Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A. 
has  requested  revocation  of  the  dumping 
finding,  it  has  not  submitted  the  required 
written  agreement.  Therefore,  the 
Department  is  taking  no  further  action 
on  this  request  at  this  time.  Interested 


parties  are  invited  to  comment  on  these 
preliminary  results. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mrs.  E.  Valerie  Newkirk,  Office  of 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-5345). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  August  24, 1973,  a  dumping  finding 
with  respect  to  printed  vinyl  film  from 
Brazil  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  Treasury  Decision  73-232  (38 
FR  22794).  On  January  1, 1980,  the 
provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  became 
effective.  Title  I  replaced  the  provisions 
of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921  (“the 
1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title  VII  to  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff  Act”).  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  antidumping  duty  law 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”).  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511- 
12)  a  notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  findings.  As 
required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  finding  on 
printed  vinyl  film  from  Brazil.  The 
substantive  provisions  of  the  1921  Act 
apply  to  all  unliquidated  entries  made 
prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
printed  vinyl  film,  also  known  as  printed 
polyvinyl  chloride  sheeting.  Printed 
vinyl  film  is  currently  classifiable  under 
item  771.4312  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  Annotated  (TSUSA). 

The  Department  knows  of  two 
Brazilian  exporters  of  printed  vinyl  film 
to  the  United  States.  These  firms  are 
Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A.  and 
Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.  This  review 
covers  all  time  periods,  that  is,  from  July 
1, 1978  through  July  31, 1980  for  Vulcan 
Material  Plastico,  S.A.,  and  December  1, 
1973  through  July  31, 1980  for  Plasticos 
Plavinil,  S.A.,  during  which  shipments  of 
printed  vinyl  film  may  have  been  made 
to  the  United  States  and  for  which 
appraisement  instructions  (“master 
lists”)  have  not  been  issued. 

The  Department  received  an 
inadequate  response  from  Plasticos 
Plavinil,  S.A.  and  Vulcan  Material 
Plastico,  S.A.  replied  that  they  had  no 
shipments.  'Therefore,  the  Department 
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used  the  best  information  available.  For 
Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A.  the  best 
information  is  the  most  recent  master 
list  information  with  values  (January, 
1973  to  December,  1976),  and  for 
Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.  the  best 
information  is  the  fair  value  margin. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

t 

As  a  result  of  our  review,  we 
preliminarily  determine  that  the  margin 
of  52  percent  of  the  entered  value  exists 
for  Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.  We 
,preliminarily  determine  that  no  margin 
exists  for  Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A. 
Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A.  has 
requested  a  revocation  of  the  dumping 
finding  but  has  failed  to  respond  to  our 
requests  for  the  written  agreement 
required  by  §  353.54(e)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations.  The  Department,  therefore, 
has  taken  no  further  action  on  this 
request  at  this  time. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  this  preliminary 
determination  on  or  before  April  20, 

1981,  and  may  request  disclosure  and/or 
a  hearing  on  such  determination  on  or 
before  April  6, 1981.  The  Department 
will  publish  the  final  results  of  the 
administrative  review  including  the 
results  of  its  analysis  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing. 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  U.S.  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
duties  on  all  entries  made  with  purchase 
dates  during  the  time  periods  involved. 
The  Department  will  issue  appraisement 
instructions  separately  on  each  exporter 
directly  to  the  Customs  Service. 

Further,  as  required  by  §  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  upon  the  margin 
calculated  above,  that  is  52  percent  of 
the  entered  value,  shall  be  required  for 
Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.,  on  all  shipments 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  the  final  results.  There 
will  be  no  cash  deposit  requirement  for 
Vulcan  Material  Plastico,  S.A.,  since  no 
margin  was  found  on  the  last  known 
shipment.  The  cash  deposit  requirement 
for  Plasticos  Plavinil,  S.A.,  and  the 
deposit  waive  for  Vulcan  Material 
Plastico,  S.A.,  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 


This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
and  §  353.53  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.53). 

)ohn  D.  Greeowald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration.  * 

March  16. 1981. 

IPR  Doc.  81-8557  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  um| 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-M 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

Proposed  Revision  to  Federal 
information  Processing  Standard  71, 
Advanced  Data  Communication 
Control  Procedures 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-6231  appearing  on  page  ' 
14029  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday, 
February  25, 1981,  in  the  third  column,  in 
the  third  full  paragraph,  delete  the  last 
three  lines  now  reading  “or  before 
[please  insert  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register].",  and 
insert  “or  before  May  26, 1981”.  Also  the 
Proposed  Revisions  to  FIPS  PUB  71 
which  appeared  on  pages  14029 — 14031 
are  republished  below  to  correct 
substantive  errors.  The  Proposed 
Revisions  to  FIPS  PUB  71  read  as 
follows: 

Proposed  Revisions  to  FIPS  PUB  71 

It  is  proposed  that  the  specifications 
section  of  FIPS  PUB  71,  Advanced  Data 
Communication  Control  Procedures,  be 
revised  to  add  the  following  two  new 
items: 

(4)  All  systems  shall  implement  the  IB- 
bit  frame  check  sequence  (FCS) 
speciHed  in  American  National 
Standard  X3.66-1979,  referenced  above. 

A  32-bit  FCS  may  also  be  provided  for 
use  when  it  has  been  determined  that  a 
higher  degree  of  error  protection  is 
necessary  on  a  link.  For  a  discussion  of 
the  relative  merits  of  the  16-bit  and  32- 
bit  FCS,  see  FIPS  PUB  78.  Guideline  for 
Implementing  Advance  Data 
Communication  Control  Procedures. 
Section  7.8. 

The  equations  for  32-bit  FCS 
generation  are: 

X»KJ(X)‘  +  X'‘L(X)  R(X) 

- =Q(X)+ - 

P(X)  P(X) 
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FCS  =  L(X)  +  R(X)  =  R(X) 

The  arithmetic  is  modulo  2. 

L(X)  =  X’>+  X“+  X“+  X"+  X”+  X“+  X“+ 
X=‘+X”+X“+X"'+X“+X‘»+X>*+X”+ 
X'''+X'»+X'«+X»+X”+X"+X‘®+X»+ 
X«+X’+X«+X®+X*+X®+X*+X'+l. 


R(X)=The  remainder  which  is  of  degree  less 
than  32. 

k=The  number  of  bits  represented  by  G(X). 
P(X)=The  generator  polynomial 
X52+X2®+X“+X"=+X'«+X‘HX" 

+  X‘®+X»+X’+X®+X«+X*+X‘+1 
G(X)=The  message  polynomial,  which 
includes  the  contents  of  the  address, 
control,  and  information  fields,  excluding 
the  zero  bits  inserted  for  transparency  (see 
American  National  Standard  X3.66-1979, 
Section  3.7). 

The  generation  of  the  remainder  R(X) 
differs  from  that  used  in  conventional 
(non-ADCCP)  check  sequence 
generation  by  the  presence  of  the 
X^L(X)  term  in  the  generation  equation. 
When  the  32-bit  FCS  generation  is  by 
the  usual  shift  register  technique,  the 
X''L(X)  term  is  added  in  either  of  two 
ways; 

a.  Preset  the  shift  register  to  all  ones 
rather  than  to  all  zeros  as  in 
conventional  (non-ADCCP)  generation 
procedures.  Otherwise,  shift  the  data 
G(X]  through  the  register  as  in 
conventional  procedures,  or, 

b.  Invert  the  first  32  bits  of  G(X] 
before  shifting  into  the  register  and  shift 
the  remaining  part  of  G(X)  through  the 
register  uninverted.  This  requires  that 
G(X)  contain  at  least  32  bits. 

Whether  1  or  2  is  used,  the  shift 
register  contents,  after  shifting  through 
G(X),  are  R(X).  These  contents  are 
inverted  bit-by-bit  and  transmitted  as 
the  FCS  sequence. 

The  transmitted  sequence  is  always 
(in  algebraic  notation): 
M(X)=X='^(X)-|-FCS. 

The  received  sequence  will  be 
denoted  M*(X)  and  may  differ  from  the 
transmitted  sequence  M(X)  if 
transmission  errors  are  introduced.  The 
checking  process  always  involves 
dividing  the  received  sequence  by  P(X) 
and  testing  the  remainder.  Direct 
division,  however,  does  not  yield  a 
unique  remainder  and  it  is  expected  that 
in  most  cases  the  received  sequence  will 


be  modified  for  checking  purposes  by 
the  addition  of  terms  which  will  cause 
the  division  to  yield  such  a  unique 
remainder  when  M*(X)  =  M(X),  i.e., 
when  the  frame  is  error  free. 

Two  classes  of  checking  equations  are 
given  below: 

xnM-(X)  +  X-L(X)]_Q^,,j  ^  R(X) 

P(X)  P(X) 

(Equation  1] 

In  this  case,  the  unique  remainder  is 
the  remainder  of  the  division 

L(X) 

XT - 

P(X) 

When  7=0  the  remainder  is  L(X]  (32  ones). 
When  7  =  32  the  remainder  is  X®‘-|-X®®-|-X“-|- 

X“-(-X'HX'»-i-X‘»-t-X*«-|-X>HX"-(-X‘®-|- 

X»-i- X«-f- X®-|- X«+X®-(- X 

XnM-(X)>-KX-H)  UX)1  ^ QJJJJ  ^R(X) 

P(X)  P(X) 

(Equation  2) 

In  this  case,  the  unique  remainder  is 
always  zero  regardless  of  the  value  of  y. 

Shift  register  implementation  of  the 
above  equations  normally  use  7  =  32 
(pre-multiplication).  When  this  is  the 
case,  the  added  term  X'‘L(X)  in 
Equations  1  and  2  is  added  by  either 
inverting  the  first  32  received  bits  of 
M*(X)  before  shifting  them  through  the 
checking  re^ster  or  by  presetting  the 
register  to  all  ones  and  shifting  all  of 
M*(X)  through  normally.  Thus,  the 
receiver  action  on  the  leading  portion  of 
a  frame  is  the  same  with  either  Equation 
1  or  2. 

The  -1-1  of  the  term  (X'‘-bl)L(X)  of 
Equation  2  is  added  by  inverting  the  32- 
bit  FCS.  This  implies  a  32-bit  storage 
delay  by  the  32-bit  FCS  function  at  the 
receiver  since  the  location  of  the  32-bit 
FCS  is  not  known  until  the  closing  flag  is 
received. 

(5)  To  maximize  interoperability 
among  major  Federal  data 
communication  networks,  while  still 
allowing  flexibility  to  tailor  a  network 
for  efficient  day-to-day  use,  the 
following  features  are  required: 


a.  The  W  bit  in  the  frame  reject 
(FRMR)  information  field  shall  be  set  to 
indicate  the  cause  of  the  frame  rejection 
condition.  (See  American  National 
Standard  X3.66-1979,  Section  7.5.3.I.) 

b.  Upon  receiving  a  FRMR  with  the  W 
bit  set  to  one,  a  primary/combined 
station  shall  issue  an  appropriate  mode 
setting  command  (i.e.,  SNRM,  SARM, 
SABM,  SNRME,  SARME,  or  SABME) 
and  shall  not  subsequently,  during  the 
same  connection  with  the  same 
secondary /combined  station,  transmit  a 
frame  containing  the  command  or 
response  that  caused  the  frame  rejection 
condition.  (See  American  National 
Standard  X3.66-1979,  Section  7.4.1.) 

It  is  also  proposed  that  the  cross¬ 
index  section  of  FIPS  PUB  71  be  revised 
to  add  the  following  new  items: 

(c)  FIPS  PUB  78,  Guideline  for 
Implementing  Advance  Data 
Communication  Control  Procedures. 

(d)  International  Standard  3309:  Data 
Communications — High-level  Datq  Link 
Control  Procedures — Frame  Structure. 

(e)  International  Standard  4335:  Data 
Communications — High-level  Data  Link 
Control  Procedures — ^Elements  of 
Procedures. 

(f)  Addendum  1  to  International 
Standard  4335:  Data  Communications — 
High-level  Data  Link  Control 
Procedures — Elements  of  Procedures. 

(g)  Addendum  2  to  International 
Standard  4335:  Data  Communications — 
High-level  Data  Link  Control 
Procedures — Elements  of  Procedures. 

(h)  International  Standard  6159:  Data 
Communications — High-level  Data  Link 
Control  Procedures — Unbalanced 
Classes  of  Procedure. 

(i)  International  Standard  6256:  Data 
Communications — High-level  Data  Link 
Control  Procedures — ^Balanced  Class  of 
Procedure. 

(j)  CCITT  Recommendation  X.25: 
Interface  Between  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  (DTE)  and  Data  Circuit- 
Terminating  Equipment  (DCE)  for 
Terminals  Operating  in  the  Packet  Mode 
on  Public  Data  Networks. 

(k)  CCITT  Recommendation  X.75: 
Terminal  and  Transit  Call  Procedures 
and  Data  Transfer  Systems  on 
International  Circuits  Between  Packet- 
Switched  Data  Networks. 
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COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1981;  Deletions 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Deletions  from  procurement  list. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  deletes  from 
Procurment  List  1981  services  provided 
by  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C:  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  16, 1981,  the  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severely  Handicapped  published  a 
notice  (46  FR  3953)  of  proposed 
deletions  from  Procurement  List  1981, 
November  12, 1980  (45  FR  74836). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  services  listed 
below  are  no  longer  suitable  for 
procurement  by  the  Federal  Government 
under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  services 
are  hereby  deleted  from  Procurement 
List  1981: 

Sic  7395:  Film  Developing  (Photographic 
Processing  for  GSA  Self-Service  Store  #60), 
Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver,  Colorado 
Sic  7399:  Repair  of  Field  jackets.  Fort  Riley, 
Kansas 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8581  Filed  3-19-81;  &-4S  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6820-33-M 

Procurement  List  1981;  Proposed 
Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Proposed  addition  to 
procurement  list. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
a  proposal  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1981  a  commodity  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  22, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  listed  below 
from  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodity  to  Procurement  List  1981, 
November  12, 1980  (45  FR  74836): 

Class  6530:  Litter,  Folding  Aluminum,  6530- 
00-783-7905 
C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8582  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6820-33-M 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Product  Safety  Advisory  Council; 
Meeting 

AGENCY:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting:  Product 
Safety  Advisory  Council. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  a 
meeting  of  the  Product  Safety  Advisory 
Council  on  Monday,  April  13, 1981, 12:00 
Noon-6:00  p.m.,  and  Tuesday,  April  14, 
1981,  8:30  a.m.-3:00  p.m.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  at  1111 18th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20207,  Third  Floor 
Conference  Room. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Barbara  Rosenfeld,  Director,  Office  of 
Public  Participation,  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Suite  300, 1111 18th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207,  202/634- 
7700. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Product  Safety  Advisory  Council  was 
established  by  Section  28  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act,  which 
provides  that  the  Commission  may 
consult  with  the  Council  before 
prescribing  a  consumer  product  safety 
rule  or  taking  other  action  under  the  Act. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include  a  discussion  of  reauthorization 
issues  and  the  impact  of  proposed 
budget  cuts:  a  report  on  fire  and 
flanunability  projects:  an  update  on 
child  safety  activities,  and  a  briefing  on 
the  status  of  urea-formaldehyde  foam 
insulation  regulatory  action. 


The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public: 
however,  space  is  limited.  Persons  who 
wish  to  make  oral  or  written 
presentation  to  the  Product  Safety 
Advisory  Council  should  notify  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  (see  address 
above)  by  April  6, 1981.  The  notification 
should  list  the  name  of  the  individual 
who  will  make  the  presentation,  the 
person,  the  company,  group  or  industry 
on  whose  behalf  the  presentation  will  be 
made,  the  subject  matter,  and  the 
approximate  time  requested.  Time 
permitting,  these  presentations  and 
other  statements  from  the  audience  to 
members  of  the  Council  may  be  allowed 
by  the  presiding  officer. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission.  ' 

|FR  Doc.  81-8699  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  63SS-<I1-M 


COPYRIGHT  ROYALTY  TRIBUNAL 

Commencenient  of  Obligation  To  Pay 
Adjusted  Royalty  Fees 

March  16, 1981. 

The  American  Society  of  Composers, 
Authors  and  Publishers:  Broadcast 
Music,  Inc.:  Major  League  Baseball: 
Motion  Picture  Association  of  America, 
Inc.:  National  Association  of 
Broadcasters:  National  Basketball 
Association:  National  Hockey.  League: 
and  North  American  Soccer  League 
(Copyright  Owners)  in  the  matter  of 
Compulsory  License  for  Secondary 
Transmissions  by  Cable  Systems: 
Royalty  Adjustment  Proceeding,  CRT 
Docket  No.  80-3,  have  filed  a  Petition  for 
Declaratory  Relief  to  the  effect  that  if 
the  Tribunal’s  adjustment  of  cable 
royalties  is  sustained  on  judicial  review 
that: 

1.  Cable  systems  are  obligated  for 
payment  of  the  adjusted  royalty  fees  as 
of  January  1, 1981. 

2.  Interest  on  the  adjusted  royalty  fees 
must  be  calculated  from  the  first  semi¬ 
annual  deposit  date  in  1981  through  the 
date  of  actual  payment  by  a  cable 
system. 

The  National  Cable  Television 
Association  has  filed  an  Opposition  to 
Petition  for  Declaratory  Relief  urging  the 
dismissal  or  denial  of  the  petition. 

The  Petition  of  the  Copyright  Owners 
and  the  Opposition  of  the  National 
Cable  Television  Association  are 
available  for  inspection  in  the  office  of 
the  Tribunal. 
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The  pending  Petition  for  Declaratory 
Relief  presents  questions  of  general 
application  to  all  Tribunal  royalty 
adjustment  proceedings.  Therefore  the 
Tribunal  has  determined  that  prior  to 
any  action  on  the  petition,  the  Tribunal 
should  provide  an  opportunity  for 
comments  by  any  interested  person  on 
the  issues  presented  by  the  Petition  and 
the  general  subject  of  any  retroactive 
application  of  Tribunal  royalty  rate 
adjustments. 

Any  person  desiring  to  present  views 
to  the  Tribunal  on  these  matters  shall 
submit  such  comments  not  later  than 
April  15, 1981.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Chairman,  Copyright 
Royalty  Tribunal,  1111  20th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Clarence  L.  fames,  Jr., 

Chairman,  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8610  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  1410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Intent  To  Commence  Relocation  of 
Navy  Resale  and  Services  Support 
Office  (NAVRESSO)  to  Staten  Island, 
N.Y. 

The  Department  of  the  Navy 
announces  its  intent  to  commence  the 
relocation  of  the  Navy  Resale  and 
Services  Support  Office  (NAVRESSO) 
from  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  to  three  existing 
buildings  located  at  Fort  Wadsworth, 
Staten  Island,  N.Y.  The  action  is  being 
taken  because  the  present  Brooklyn 
location  is  to  be  vacated  by  1984  (the 
building  is  unsafe  and  further  repair  is 
considered  uneconomical)  and  Fort 
Wadsworth  is  the  preferred  alternative 
among  possible  facilities  investigated.  A 
Finding  of  No  SigniHcant  Impact 
concerning  the  environmental 
assessment  of  this  relocation  has  been 
on  file  for  a  period  of  30  days  from 
January  22, 1981.  Since  the  Navy  has 
received  no  substantive  comments 
which  would  be  cause  to  alter  the 
original  relocation  plans,  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  intends  to 
commence  a  phased  relocation  of 
NAVRESSO  on  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice. 

P.  B.  Walker, 

Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy,  Alternate  Federal 
Register  Liaison  Officer. 

March  13, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8632  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNO  CODE  3S10-70-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron 
Devices;  Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Working  Group  C  (Mainly  Imaging 
and  Display)  of  the  DOD  Advisory 
Group  on  Electron  Devices  (AGED)  will 
meet  in  closed  session  23  April  1981,  at 
the  Palisades  Institute  for  Research 
Services,  Inc.,  201  Varick  Street,  New 
York,  New  York,  10014. 

The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering, 
the  Director,  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
programs  in  the  area  of  electron  devices. 

The  Working  Group'C  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and 
development  programs  which  the 
military  propose  to  initiate  with 
industry,  universities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  This  special  device  area 
includes  such  programs  as  infrared  and 
night  sensors.  The  review  will  include 
classified  program  details  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App  1, 
10(d)(1976),  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  Advisory  Group  meeting  concerns 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)(1976),  and  that  accordingly, 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8679  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


Department  of  Defense  Wage 
Committee;  Closed  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  effective 
January  5, 1973,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  Wage  Committee  will  be  held 
on  Tuesday,  May  5, 1981;  Tuesday,  May 
12, 1981;  Tuesday,  May  19, 1981;  and 
Tuesday,  May  26, 1981  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
Room  3D-321,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee’s  primary 
responsibility  is  to  consider  and  submit 
recommendations  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Manpower, 
Reserve  Affairs,  and  Logistics) 
concerning  all  matters  involved  in  the 
development  and  authorization  of  wage 
schedules  for  Federal  prevailing  rate 
employees  pursuant  to  Public  Law  92- 
392.  At  this  meeting,  the  Committee  will 
consider  wage  survey  specifications. 


wage  survey  data,  local  wage  survey 
committee  reports  and 
recommendations,  and  wage  schedules 
derived  therefrom. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  meetings  may 
be  closed  to  the  public  when  they  are 
“concerned  with  matters  listed  in 
section  552b.  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code.”  Two  of  the  matters  so  listed  are 
those  “related  solely  to  the  internal 
personnel  rules  and  practices  of  an 
agency,"  (5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)(2)),  and  those 
involving  “trade  secrets  and  commercial 
or  financial  information  obtained  from  a 
person  and  privileged  or  confidential”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b.(c)(4)). 

Accordingly,  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Civilian  Personnel 
Policy)  hereby  determines  that  all 
portions  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  because  the  matters 
considered  are  related  to  the  internal 
rules  and  practices  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  (5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)(2)),  and  the 
detailed  wage  data  considered  by  the 
Committee  during  its  meetings  have 
been  obtained  from  officials  of  private 
establishments  with  a  guarantee  that  the 
data  will  be  held  in  confidence  (5  U.S.C. 
552b.(c)(4)). 

However,  members  of  the  public  who 
may  wish  to  do  so  are  invited  to  submit 
material  in  writing  to  the  Chairman 
concerning  matters  believed  to  be 
deserving  of  the  Committee’s  attention. 
Additional  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  by  writing  the 
Chairman,  Department  of  Defense  Wage 
Committee,  Room  3D-264,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8595  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Request  for  Public  Comment  on  the 
“Interim  Report  of  the  interagency 
Coal  Export  Task  Force” 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Request  for  public  comment  on 
the  “Interim  Report  of  the  Interagency 
Coal  Export  Task  Force." 

summary:  The  Interagency  Coal  Export 
Task  Force,  under  the  direction  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  has  recently 
published  its  Interim  Report.  It  will  be 
available  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents  in  early  March  for 
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approximately  $5.00  (document  number 
061-000-00508-1). 

DATE:  Written  public  comments  are 
invited  and  should  be  received  by  April 
30, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to:  The  Deputy  Secretary  of  Energy, 
Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  Mail  Stop  7E054, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW, 

Washington,  DC  20545. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  David  ].  Beecy,  re:  Interagency  Coal 
Export  Task  Force,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Room  C-125,  Germantown,  FF- 
52,  Washington,  DC  20545;  Telephone: 
(301)  353-2600. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Interagency  Coal  Export  Task  Force  was 
formed  in  the  Spring  of  1980  at  the 
direction  of  the  President.  It  included 
some  fifty  representatives  of  fourteen 
Federal  agencies,  and  was  chaired  by 
•  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  Energy.  The 
Task  Force  was  asked  to  report  on 
possible  courses  of  action  to  increase 
U.S.  steam  coal  exports  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  national  energy  policies, 
including  the  commitment  to 
environmental  protection. 

Over  approximately  six  months,  the 
Task  Force  undertook  a  number  of 
related  activities.  It  assembled  existing 
data  and  developed  new  informaion 
regarding  the  international  coal  market. 
It  analyzed  restrictions  and  barriers  to 
coal  export  and  served  as  a 
clearinghouse  for  ideas  and  information. 
The  Task  Force  acted  as  a  point  of 
contact  for  U.S.  and  foreign 
representatives  both  to  obtain  current 
information  on  coal  development  in  the 
United  States  and  to  register  concerns. 
Finally,  it  contributed  to  public 
awareness  that  increased  coal  exports 
will  serve  both  the  domestic  and 
international  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

Separate  staff  working  groups 
addressed  issues  and  alternatives  in  six 
speciBc  areas: 

Supply  and  Demand 
Inland  Transportation 
International  Cooperation 
Ports  and  Ocean  Transportation 
Marketing  and  Business  Issues 
Environmental  Impacts  and  Issues 

In  addition,  contractor  personnel  on 
site  in  the  major  consuming  coimtries 
provided  up-to-date  information  on 
current  and  projected  demand  among 
the  major  importers  of  steam  coal. 

The  Task  Force  efforts  resulted  in  a 
number  of  conclusions  as  follows: 

•  There  will  be  significant  growth  in 

world  demand  for  steam  coal,  even 

greater  than  predicted  in  previous 


studies,  such  as  the  World  Coal 
Study.  In  millions  of  short  tons  of  coal, 
these  projections  are: 


1979  1985  1990  2000 


Europe .  62.6  97-123  146-190  273-343 

Pacifc  Run .  13.9  43 

90 

_ 202-222 

Total .  76.5  140-166  236-280  475-565 


•  The  primary  demand  will  be  for  low- 
sulfur  (generally  below  1.5%  and 
preferably  below  1%),  bituminous 
coal. 

•  Increased  steam  coal  exports  are  not 
likely  to  exceed  ten  percent  of 
domestic  production. 

•  U.S.  coal  is  generally  higher  priced 
than  coal  from  other  major  supplying 
countries  (Australia,  Poland,  and 
South  Africa),  largely  due  to  higher 
costs  for  transportation,  both  inland 
and  ocean,  and  handling.  Foreign 
buyers,  however,  appear  willing  to 
pay  a  premium  (of  as  much  as  ten 
percent)  to  insure  diversity  and 
security  of  supply. 

•  A  critical  factor  in  current  price 
differences  between  U.S.  and 
competing  coals  is  demurrage 
associated  with  the  long  lines  of  ships 
waiting  (an  average  of  40  days)  to 
load  coal  at  East  Coast  ports.  Current 
capacity  expansion  plans  (if 
implemented)  will  eliminate  this 
problem  by  the  mid-1980’s. 

•  Inability  to  handle  larger 
(100,000 -I- deadweight  tons)  vessels 
does  not  appear  to  be  a  deterrent,  at 
least  at  this  time,  although  the  trend 
toward  increased  use  of  these  vessels 
will  result  in  certain  pressure  to 
deepen  ports  to  accommodate  their 
use.  Decisions  to  deepen  ports  will  be 
made  by  the  Congress  based  on 
considerations  above  and  beyond  that 
of  coal  export. 

•  The  possible  U.S.  share  of  the  world 
steam  coal  market  has  been  projected 
(in  millions  of  short  tons,  and  as  a 
percentage  of  total  market)  as  follows: 


1965 

1990 

2000 

European  market . 

28(28%) 

49  (29%) 
15  (17%) 

145  (47%) 
52(25%) 

Total  world  market _ 

28  (17%) 

64  (25%) 

197  (38%) 

•  The  ultimate  U.S.  share  of  this  world 
market  will  depend  largely  on  actions 
by  the  private  sector  to  increase 
transportation  and  handling  capacity. 
Given  the  availability  of  long-term 
contracts  ensuring  adequate  future 
sales  of  steam  coal,  the  capital  will  be 
available  in  the  private  sector  for 


needed  facility  and  equipment 
improvements. 

Finally,  the  Task  Force  identified  four 
areas  for  possible  Federal  involvement: 
coal  ports,  environmental  review,  inland 
transportation,  and  encouragement  of 
foreign  investment.  Possible  actions 
within  these  areas  include: 

•  That  the  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers 
develop  an  analysis  for  an  optimizing 
strategy  that  will  capture  the  benefits 
of  early  expenditures  on  partial  port 
dredging:  for  example,  by  dredging  to 
50  feet  initially,  and  then  55  feet  at  a 
later  date:  or  by  dredging  outbound 
channels  first. 

•  That  support  be  provided  for  blanket 
Congressional  authorization  for 
harbor  improvement  projects 
approved  in  the  administrative  review 
process,  this  will  significantly  shorten 
the  time  required  from  proposal  to 
completion  of  construction. 

•  That  initiatives  be  supported  that  will 
result  in  streamlined  Federal,  state, 
and  local  review  of  such  critical 
energy  projects  as  port  expansions. 

•  The  the  Federal  govenunent  remain 
sensitive  to  foreign  concerns  about 
possible  export  restrictions  by 
reassuring  foreign  buyers  that  the 
United  States  will  not  interrupt  steam 
coal  supply  except  in  a  national 
emergency. 

•  That  the  Federal  government  actively 
encourage  foreign  investment  in 
domestic  steam  coal  production  and 
transportation  systems. 

•  That  the  Administration  support 
passage  of  a  coal  slurry  pipeline  bill 
granting  the  right  of  eminent  domain 
to  traverse  other  rights  of  way. 

•  That  Federal  responsibility  for 
communications  with  foreign 
countries  on  steam  coal  exports  be 
centralized  (in  State,  Commerce, 
Energy,  or  the  White  House). 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Roger  W.  A.  LeGassie, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fossil  Energy. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8824  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Bonneville  Power  Administration 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
Allston-PorUand  Area;  Transmission 
System  Reinforcement 

The  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
(Bonneville)  hereby  gives  notice  of  its 
intent  to  prepare  and  consider  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
on  a  proposal  to  reinforce  the  electrical 
transmission  system  serving  the 
Longview,  Washington,  and  Portland, 
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Oregon,  areas.  This  proposal  was 
initially  evaluated  in  the  Allston- 
Portland  Area  Reinforcement  Draft 
Facility  Planning  Supplement  to 
Bonneville’s  Proposed  Fiscal  Year  1981 
Program  Draft  EIS  (DOE/EIS-0060). 
which  was  Bled  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  December  6, 1979. 
Bonneville  has  since  identiBed 
alternative  plans  of  service  not 
discussed  in  the  draft  EIS  supplement. 

To  better  facilitate  a  comparative  and 
meaningful  analysis  of  the  alternatives, 
Bonneville  will  prepare  a  revised  draft 
EIS  rather  than  supplement  and  Bnalize 
the  existing  draft  EIS  supplement. 

The  proposed  action  is  to  construct,  in 
stages,  additions  to  the  electrical 
transmission  grid  between  the  Longview 
and  Portland-Vancouver  areas.  Five 
feasible  alternative  plans  of  service  are 
presently  identified,  all  involving  the 
construction  of  new  230-kV  and  500-kV 
overhead  transmission  line  segments 
utilizing  existing  right-of-way, 
purchasing  new  right-of-way,  and 
upgrading  existing  lower  capacity 
circuits.  Possible  routes  range 
approximately  from  65  to  95  miles  in 
total  length. 

No  action  is  a  possible  alternative  to 
construction.  If  loads  in  the  Longview 
and  Portland-Vancouver  areas  grow  as 
forecast  and  Bonneville  takes  no  action 
to  reinforce  the  transmission  system,  the 
system  would  operate  at  substandard 
reliability.  No  action  would  also  mean 
increased  energy  losses  in  transmission. 

To  help  determine  the  scope  of  issues 
to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  and  to 
identify  signiBcant  issues  related  to  the 
proposed  action,  Bonneville  will 
consider  the  comments  it  has  received 
on  the  draft  facility  planning 
supplement.  In  addition,  Bonneville  will 
invite  current  participation  by  sending  a 
scoping  notice  to  interested  persons  and 
agencies  and  by  holding  scoping 
meetings  in  the  project  area.  When 
speciBc  dates  and  places  for  these 
meetings  are  arranged,  they  will  be 
announced  through  local  news  media. 
Questions  and  comments  about  the 
proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  John  E.  Kiley,  Environmental 
Manager,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  3621-SI, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Dated  at  Portland,  Oregon,  this  6th  day  of 
March  1981. 

Stanley  E.  Efferding, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|Flt  Doc.  81-8561  Filed  3-1S-81: 8:45  ami 

MLUNQ  coot  MSO-ei-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

O’Connell  Oil  Co,;  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  on 
Consent  Order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  gives  notice  of  a 
Consent  Order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  J.  Dowd,  Audit  Director,  Office  of 
Enforcement,  Northeast*District, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Room  700, 150  Causeway  Street,  Boston, 
MA  02114. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  “On 

December  1, 1980,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  O’Connell  Oil 
Company  (O’Connell)  of  Pittsfield, 
Massachusetts.  Under  10  CFR 
205.199](b),  a  Consent  Order  which 
involves  a  sum  of  less  than  $500,000  in 


3.  O’Connell  has  agreed  to  pay  a  civil 
penalty  of  $500.00. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  C.F.R.  205.199J 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

n.  Disposition  of  Matters  Covered  by 
This  Consent  Order 

O’Connell  agreed  to  refund  in  full 
settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  DOE  arising  out  of  the 
allegations  speciBed  in  paragraph  1, 
above,  the  sum  of  $9,361.13.  Refunds  of 
those  overcharges  will  be  in  the  form  of 
certified  check(s)  made  payable  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Energy  and 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  ERA. 
These  funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable 
account  pending  the  determination  of 
their  proper  disposition. 

'The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 


the  aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution.’’ 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

O’Connell,  with  its  home  ofBce 
located  in  PittsBeld,  Massachusetts,  is  a 
Brm  engaged  in  the  sale  and  allocation 
of  Motor  Gasoline  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  O’Connell,  the  OfBce  of 
Enforcement,  ERA  and  O’Connell 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order,  the 
significant  terms  of  which  are  a  follows: 

1.  O’Connell  has  agreed  to  refund  a 
total  of  $9,361.13  including  interest 
through  November  30, 1980  in  full 
settlement  of  overcharges  alleged  by  the 
DOE  for  the  period  April  1, 1979  through 
April  30, 1980. 

2.  The  amount  that  O’Connell 
overcharged  and  the  applicable  interest 
is  jas  follows: 


distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons”  (as  deBned  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  been 
passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers.  In  fact,  the 
adverse  effects  of  the  overcharges  may 
have  become  so  diffused  that  it  is  a 
practical  impossibility  to  identify 
specific,  adversely  affected  persons,  in 
which  case  disposition  of  the  refunds 
will  be  made  in  the  general  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

ni.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 


Interest 

Blend  of  gasoline  Class  Amount  through  Total 

11/30/80 


Regular. 


No  Lead 
Premium 


Total .  7,879.36  1,481.77  9,361.13 


Reseller  Delivered .  $4,579,201 

Retail  Ser.  Station .  596.1 5  >  $1,069.53  $6,756.79 

Retail^^ommercial .  51 1 .91 1 

Retail  Ser.  Station .  410.681  884  91 

Reseller  Delivered .  334.161 

Reseller  Delivered .  1,321.601  272,17  1,719.43 

Retail  Ser.  Station .  125.66) 
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claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  specified  in  I.l  above,  should 
provide  written  notification  of  the  claim 
to  the  ERA  at  this  time.  Proof  of  claims 
is  not  now  being  required.  Written 
notification  to  the  ERA  at  this  time  is 
requested  primarily  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  valid  potential  claims  to  the 
refund  amount.  After  potential  claims 
are  identified,  procedures  for  the  making 
of  proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  with  the 
comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  the  Consent  Order.  Such  comments 
will  be  considered  solely  in  connection 
with  DOE'S  right  to  rescind  or  modify 
the  Consent  Order  upon  the  discovery  of 
new  evidence  or  upon  petition  by 
O’Connell. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Edward  . 
F.  Momorella,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Northeast  District, 
Department  of  Energy,  1421  Cherry 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19102. 
You  may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this 
Consent  Order  by  writing  to  the  same 
address  or  by  calling  (215)  597-2633.  You 
should  identify  your  comments  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  O’Connell 
Oil  Company  Consent  Order.”  We  will 
consider  all  comments  which  are 
pertinent  as  described  above  and  which 
we  receive  by  4:30  p.m..  Eastern 
Standard  Time,  on  April  20, 1981.  You 
should  identify  any  information  or  data 
which,  in  your  opinion,  is  confidential 
and  submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  on  the 
17th  day  of  February  1981. 

Edward  F.  Momorella, 

District  Manager,  Northeast  District 
Enforcement. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8626  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

B.  M.  Hester,  Proposed  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to  B. 
M.  Hester.  This  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  charges  Hester  with  pricing 
violations  in  the  amount  of  $285,567.73 
connected  with  the  sale  of  crude  oil  and 


condensate  at  prices  in  excess  of  those 
permitted  by  10  CFR  212,  Subpart  D 
during  the  time  period  September  1973 
through  May  1979  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  conHdential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  Southwest  District  Manager, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214) 
767-7745.  Within  fifteen  (15)  days  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  any  aggrieved 
person  may  file  a  Notice  of  Objection 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  2000  M  Street,  NW, 

Washington,  D,C.  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205,193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  11th  day  of 
March  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

Southwest  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8560  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 

Energy  Information  Administration 

Publication  of  Alternative  Fuel  Price 
Ceilings  and  Incremental  Price 
Threshold  for  High  Cost  Natural  Gas 

The  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA)  (Pub.  L.  95-621),  signed  into  law 
on  November  9, 1978,  mandated  a  new 
framework  for  the  regulation  of  most 
facets  of  the  natural  gas  industry.  In 
general,  under  Title  II  of  the  NGPA, 
interstate  natural  gas  pipeline 
companies  are  required  to  pass  through 
certain  portions  of  their  acquisition 
costs  for  natural  gas  to  industrial  users 
in  the  form  of  a  surcharge.  The  statute 
requires  that  the  ultimate  cost  of  gas  to 
the  industrial  facility  does  not  exceed 
the  cost  of  the  fuel  oil  which  the  facility 
could  use  as  an  alternative. 

Pursuant  to  Title  II  of  the  NGPA  of 
1978,  Section  204(e),  the  Energy 
Information  Adminsitration  (EIA) 
herewith  publishes  for  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
computed  natural  gas  ceiling  prices  and 
a  high  cost  gas  incremental  pricing 
threshold  which  are  to  be  effective  April 
1, 1981.  These  prices  are  based  on  the 
prices  of  alternative  fuels. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leroy  Brown,  }r..  Energy  Information 
Administration,  Federal  Building,  12th  & 
Pa.  Ave.,  NW.,  Rm.  4121,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  (202)  633-9710. 

Section  I.  Alternative  Fuel  Price  Ceilings 

As  required  by  FERC  Order  No.  50, 
computed  prices  are  shown  for  the  48 
contiguous  States.  The  District  of 
Columbia's  ceiling  is  included  with  the 


ceiling  for  the  State  of  Maryland.  FERC, 
by  an  Interim  Rule  issued  on  March  2, 
1981,  in  Docket  No.  RM79-21,  revised 
the  methodology  for  calculating  the 
monthly  alternative  fuel  price  ceilings 
for  State  regions.  Under  the  revised 
methodology,  the  applicable  alternative 
fuel  price  ceiling  published  for  each  of 
the  contiguous  States  shall  be  the  lower 
of  the  alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  for 
the  State  or  the  alternative  fuel  price 
ceiling  for  the  multistate  region  in  which 
the  State  is  located. 

The  price  ceiling  is  expressed  in 
dollars  per  million  British  Thermal  Units 
(BTU’s).  The  method  used  to  determine 
the  price  ceilings  is  described  in  Section 
III. 


Dollars 


state 

per 

million 

Btu's 

Alabama . . 

.  $3.95 

Arizona  • . 

.  3.45 

.  3.97 

Calilomra  ■ 

3.45 

Colorado  ‘ . 

3.63 

4.99 

Delaware ' . 

4.40 

Florida 

447 

452 

Idaho ' 

3.63 

2.97 

3.72 

Iowa 

_  4.04 

Kansas  ' 

4.04 

Kentucky  ‘ . 

3.72 

3.64 

Maine ' 

5.13 

Maryland  ' . 

440 

5.07 

Michigan  • . 

3.72 

Minnesota ' . . 

4.04 

4.46 

3.82 

Montana ' 

3.63 

Nebraska  ■ 

4.04 

Nevada ' 

3.45 

New  Hampshire  ‘ . 

5.13 

New  Jersey ' . 

4.40 

New  Mexico . . 

3.55 

New  York 

4.28 

North  Carolina ' . 

4.55 

North  Dakota ' . 

404 

Ohio* 

3.72 

3.80 

Oregon  * 

345 

Pennsylvania ' . 

4.40 

Rhode  Island  ' . 

5.13 

South  Carolina  ' . 

4.55 

South  Dakota ' . 

4.04 

Tennessee . 

4.37 

Texas  ■ 

3.97 

Utah* 

3.63 

Vermont  * . 

5.13 

Virginia ' 

4.55 

3.25 

West  Vxgmia ' . 

3.72 

3.33 

Wyoming 

3.25 

■  Region  based  price  as  required  by  FERC  Intefim  Rule, 
issued  on  Mar.  2,  1981,  in  Docket  No.  RM79-21. 


Section  II.  Incremental  Pricing 
Threshold  for  High  Cost  Natural  Gas 

The  EIA  has  determined  that  the 
volume-weighted  average  price  for  No.  2 
distillate  fuel  oil  landed  in  the  greater 
New  York  City  Metropolitan  area  during 
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January  1981  was  $40.18  per  barrel.  In 
order  to  establish  the  incremental 
pricing  threshold  for  high  cost  natural 
gas,  as  identified  in  the  NGPA  Title  II, 
Section  203(a)(7),  this  price  was 
multiplied  by  1.3  and  converted  to  its 
equivalent  in  millions  of  BTU’s  by 
dividing  by  5.8.  Therefore,  the 
incremental  pricing  threshold  for  high 
cost  natural  gas,  effective  April  1, 1981, 
is  $9.01  per  million  BTU’s. 

Section  III.  Method  Used  to  Compute 
Price  Ceilings 

The  FERC,  by  Order  No.  50,  issued  on 
September  28, 1979,  in  Docket  No. 
RM79-21,  established  the  basis  for 
determining  the  price  ceilings  required 
by  the  NGPA.  F^C  also,  by  Order  No. 

81,  issued  in  the  same  docket  on  May  7, 
1980,  established  that  only  the  price  paid 
for  No.  6  high  sulfur  content  residual 
fuel  oil  would  be  used  to  determine  the 
price  ceilings  until  November  1, 1981. 

A.  Data  Collected 

The  following  data  were  required 
from  all  companies  identified  by  the  EIA 
as  sellers  of  No.  6  high  sulfur  content 
(greater  than  1  percent  sulfur  content  by 
weight)  residual  fuel  oil:  for  each  selling 
price,  the  number  of  gallons  sold  to  large 
industrial  users  in  the  months  of 
November  1980,  December  1980,  and 
January  1981.'  All  reports  of  volume  sold 
and  price  were  identified  by  the  State 
into  which  the  oil  was  sold. 

B.  Method  Used  to  Determine 
Alternative  Price  Ceilings 

(1)  Calculation  of  Volume-Weighted 
Average  Price.  The  prices  which  will 
become  effective  April  1, 1981  (shown  in 
Section  I)  are  based  on  the  reported 
price  of  No.  6  high  sidfur  content 
residual  fuel  oil,  for  each  of  the  48 
contiguous  States,  for  each  of  the  3 
months,  November  1980,  December  1980, 
and  January  1981.  Reported  prices  for 
sales  in  November  1980  were  adjusted 
by  the  percent  change  in  the  nationwide 
volume-weighted  average  price  from 
November  1980  to  January  1981.  Prices 
for  December  1980  were  similarly 
adjusted  by  the  percent  change  in  the 
nationwide  volume-weighted  average 
price  from  December  1980  to  January 
1981.  The  volume-weighted  3-month 
average  of  the  adjusted  November  1980 
and  December  1980,  and  the  reported 
January  1981  prices  was  then  computed 
for  each  State. 

'  Large  Industrial  User — A  person/firm  which 
purchases  No.  6  fuel  oil  in  quantities  of  4.000  gallons 
or  greater  for  consumption  in  a  business,  including 
the  space  heating  of  the  business  premises.  Electric 
utilities,  governmental  bodies  (Federal.  State  or 
Local)  and  the  military  are  excluded. 


(2)  Adjustment  for  Price  Variation. 
States  were  grouped  into  the  regions 
identified  by  the  FERC  (see  Section 
III.C.).  Using  the  adjusted  prices  and 
associated  volumes  reported  in  a  region 
during  the  3-month  period,  the  volume- 
weighted  standard  deviation  of  prices 
was  calculated  for  each  region.  The 
volume-weighted  3-month  average  price 
(as  calculated  in  Section  III.B.(l)  above) 
for  each  State  was  adjusted  downward 
by  two  times  this  standard  deviation  for 
the  region  to  form  the  adjusted  weighted 
average  price  for  the  State. 

(3)  Calculation  of  Ceiling  Prices.  The 
lowest  selling  price  within  the  State  was 
determined  for  each  month  of  the  3- 
month  period  (after  adjusting  up  or 
down  by  the  percent  change  in  oil  prices 
at  the  national  level  as  discussed  in 
Section  III.B.(l)  above).  The  products  of 
the  adjusted  low  price  for  each  month 
times  the  State’s  total  reported  sales 
volume  for  each  month  were  summed 
over  the  3-month  period  for  each  State 
and  divided  by  the  State’s  total  sales 
volume  during  the  3  months  to 
determine  the  State’s  average  low  price. 
The  adjusted  weighted  average  price  (as 
calculated  in  Section  III.B.(2))  was 
compared  to  this  average  low  price,  and 
the  higher  of  the  values  was  selected  as 
the  base  for  determining  the  alternative 
fuel  price  ceiling  for  each  State.  For 
those  States  which  had  no  reported 
sales  during  one  or  more  months  of  the 
3-month  period,  the  appropriate  regional 
volume-weighted  alternative  fuel  price 
was  computed  and  used  in  combination 
with  the  available  State  data  to 
calculate  the  State’s  alternative  fuel 
price  ceiling  base.  The  State’s 
alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  base  was 
compared  to  the  alternative  fuel  price 
ceiling  base  for  the  multistate  region  in 
which  the  State  is  located  and  the  lower 
of  these  two  prices  was  selected  as  the 
final  alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  base 
for  the  State.  The  appropriate  lag 
adjustment  factor  (as  discussed  in 
Section  III.B.4.)  was  then  applied  to  the 
alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  base.  The 
alternative  fuel  price  (expressed  in 
dollars  per  gallon)  was  multiplied  by  42 
and  divided  by  6.3  to  estimate  the 
alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  for  the 
State  (expressed  in  dollars  per  million 
BTU’s). 

(4)  Lag  Adjustment.  The  EIA  has 
implemented  a  procedure  to  partially 
compensate  for  the  two-month  lag 
between  the  end  of  the  month  for  which 
data  are  collected  and  the  beginning  of 
the  month  for  which  ceiling  prices 
become  effective.  It  was  determined  that 
Platt’s  Oilgram  Price  Report  publication 
provides  timely  information  relative  to 
the  subject.  The  prices  found  in  Platt’s 


Oilgram  Price  Report  publication  are 
given  for  each  trading  day  in  the  form  of 
high  and  low  prices  for  No.  6  residual  oil 
in  21  cities  throughout  the  United  States. 
The  low  posted  prices  for  No.  6  residual 
oil  in  these  cities  were  used  to  calculate 
a  national  and  a  regional  lag  adjustment 
factor.  The  national  lag  adjustment 
factor  was  obtained  by  calculating  a 
weighted  average  price  for  No.  6  high 
sulfur  residual  ^el  oil  for  the  ten  trading 
days  ending  March  12, 1981,  and 
dividing  that  price  by  the  corresponiding 
weighted  average  price  computed  from 
prices  published  by  Platt’s  for  the  month 
of  January  1981.  A  regional  lag 
adjustment  factor  was  similarly 
calculated  for  four  regions.  'These  are; 
one  for  FERC  Regions  A  and  B 
combined;  one  for  FERC  Region  C;  one 
for  FERC  Regions  D,  E,  and  G  combined 
and  one  for  FERC  Regions  F  and  H 
combined.  The  lower  of  the  national  or 
regional  lag  factor  was  then  applied  to 
the  alternative  fuel  price  ceiling  for  each 
State  in  a  given  region  as  calculated  in 
Section  III.B.(3). 

C.  Listing  of  States  by  Region.  States 
were  grouped  by  the  FERC  to  form  eight 
distinct  regions  as  follows: 

Region  A  Region  B 

Connecticut  Delaware 

Maine  Maryland 

Massachusetts  New  Jersey 

New  Hampshire  New  York 

Rhode  Island  Pennsylvania 

Vermont 

Region  C 
Alabama 
Florida 
Georgia 
Mississippi 
North  Carolina 
South  Carolina 
Tennessee 
Virginia 

Region  E 

Iowa 
Kansas 
Missouri 
Minnesota 
Nebraska 
North  Dakota 
South  Dakota 

Region  G  Region  H 

Colorado  Arizona 

Idaho  California 

Montana  Nevada 

Utah  Oregon 

Wyoming  Washington 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  17, 
1981. 

Albert  H.  Linden,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator,  Energy  Information 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8723  Filed  3-19-91;  8:45  amj 
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Region  D 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Kentrucky 

Michigan 

Ohio 

West  Virginia 
Wisconsin 

Region  F 
Arkansas 
Louisiana 
New  Mexico 
Oklahoma 
Texas 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  No.  3834-000] 

Cook  Electric  Co.;  Application  for 
Preiiminary  Permit 

March  i7, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Cook  Electric 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  December 
5, 1980,  an  application  for  preiiminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for 
proposed  Project  No.  3834  to  be  known 
as  Wallowa  Valley  Improvement 
District  located  on  Big  Sheep  Creek  and 
Little  Sheep  Creek  in  Wallowa  County, 
Oregon.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to: 
Warren  P.  Chapman,  Cook  Electric 
Company,  P.O.  Box  1071,  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho  93301,  Any  person  who  wishes  to 
file  a  response  to  this  notice  should  read 
the  entire  notice  and  must  comply  with 
the  requirements  specified  for  the 
particular  kind  of  response  that  person 
wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of  3  sites.  The  No. 

1  site  at  Salt  Creek  Ridge  would  include 
a  diversion  structure,  a  .54-inch  diameter 
4.600-foot  long  penstock,  and  a 
powerhouse  with  two  2,200  kW 
generating  units.  The  No.  2  site  at  Canal 
Creek  would  include  a  diversion 
structure,  a  54-inch  diameter  400  foot 
long  penstock,  and  a  powerhouse  w’ith 
two  750  kW  generating  units.  The  No.  3 
site  at  Ferguson  Ridge  would  include  a 
diversion  structure,  a  54-inch  diameter 
1,750-foot  long  penstock,  and  a 
powerhouse  with  two  600  kV\f  generating 
units. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
38,989,834  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — ^The  power 
generated  by  the  proposed  project 
would  be  sold  to  either  Portland  Power 
and  Light  Company  or  Idaho  Power  and 
Light  Company. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — ^The  Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  36  months,  during  which  time 
they  would  conduct  hydrologic  and 
engineering  studies  and  determine 
environmental  impacts.  The  Applicant 
estimates  the  cost  of  the  studies  to  be 
$45,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 


studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  form  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  18, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
17, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33(a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  18, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION  ”, 
“COMPETING 

APPUCATION",“PROTEST’,  or 
“PETITION  TO  INTERVENE",  as 


applicable.  Any  of  these  filings  must 
also  state  that  it  is  made  in  response  to 
this  notice  of  application  for  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  3834.  Any 
comments,  notices  of  intent,  competing 
applications,  protests,  or  petitions  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  by  providing  the 
original  and  those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  Firat  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Due.  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-a5-M 


[Project  No.  3964] 

Enagenics;  Application  for  Preliminary 
PermK 

March  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Enagenics 
(Applicant)  filed  on  January  12, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  proposed 
Project  No.  3964  to  be  known  as  Three 
Mile  Falls  Diversion  Dam  Project 
located  on  Umatilla  River  in  Umatilla 
County,  Oregon.  The  Application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Thomas  H. 

Clarke,  Jr.,  1727  Q  Street  NW., 
Washington  D.C.  20009.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  a  government  dam 
owned  by  the  United  States  Water  and 
Power  Resources  Service  and  would 
consist  of  a  power  plant  with  a  total 
capacity  of  3.1  MW.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  5.03  GWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Applicant 
proposes  to  market  the  power  generated 
by  the  project  to  local  institutions, 
industrial  users,  or  utilities. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — ^The  proposed  studies 
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would  include  an  economic  analysis, 
preliminary  engineering,  and 
environmental  aspects.  Based  on  the 
results  of  the  studies.  Applicant  would 
decide  whether  to  proceed  with  more 
detailed  studies  and  preparation  of  an 
application  for  license  to  construct  and 
operate  the  project.  Applicant  estimates 
cost  of  studies  would  be  $35,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly  • 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  Hie 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  Hied  as  a  competing 
application  to  Cascade  Waterpower 
•Development  Corporation’s  Project  No. 
3462  Hied  on  September  12, 1980,  under 
18  CFR  4.33  (1980),  and,  therefore,  no 
further  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent  to  Hie  a  competing 
application  will  be  accepted  for  Hling. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
Hied,  but  a  person  who  merely  Hies  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  Hie  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 


Rules.  Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  27, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION," 
“PRO’TESTS”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  a  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  3964.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief.  Applications 
Branch,  Divison  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208;  400  First  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6864  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

HLUNG  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Project  No.  3806-000] 

Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  17. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Mitchell  Energy 
Company,  Inc.  (Applicant)  Hied  on 
December  1, 1980,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r))  for  proposed  Project  No.  3806  to 
be  known  as  Falmouth  Dam 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  at  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Falmouth 
Dam,  on  Licking  River  in  Pendleton 
County,  Falmouth,  Kentucky.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Mitchell  L.  Dong,  President,  Mitchell 
Energy  Company,  Inc.,  173 
Commonwealth  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02110.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 


t 

should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  speciHed 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  a  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers  dam.  Project  No.  3806 
would  consist  of:  (1)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  located  just  below  the 
existing  dam  structure,  and  having  an 
estimated  installed  generating  capacity 
of  40  MW;  (2)  proposed  transmission 
lines;  and  (3)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
project  is  located  on  Federal  Lands. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
137,000,000kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Applicant  plans 
to  sell  the  generated  output  of  energy  to 
Ohio  Edison  Company  or  another  local 
utility. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — The  Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  36  months.  Within  the  36 
month  time  period  the  Applicant  intends 
to  conduct  engineering,  environmental, 
and  legal  examinations.  The  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  examinations  is  $50,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  conHned  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  19, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  Hie  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
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17, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  19, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  3804.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission's  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8665  Filvil  3-19-.81:  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  3650-000] 

Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Mitchell  Energy 
Company,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  3, 1980,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  3650  to 
be  known  as  Mississippi  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  2  Hydroelectric  Project  located  at 
the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers' 
Mississippi  Lock  and  Dam  No.  2  on  the 
Mississippi  River  near  Dakota  County, 
near  the  township  of  Hastings, 
Minnesota.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Mitchell  L  Dong.  President, 
Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc.,  173 
Commonwealth  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02116.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  a  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers'  dam.  Project  No.  3650 
would  consist  of:  (1)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  that  would  operate  as  a 
run-of-the-river  installation  and  located 
just  below  the  existing  dam  having 
generation  units  with  a  total  capacity  of 
approximately  7.1  MW;  (2)  proposed 
transmission  lines;  and  (3)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  proposed  project  is 
located  on  Federal  lands. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
a  maximum  of  43,500,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  Applicant 
proposes  to  sell  the  output  of  energy 
generated  to  a  local  utility. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — ^The  Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  36  months.  Within  the  36 
month  time  frame,  the  Applicant 
proposes  to  conduct  engineering, 
environmental  and  legal  investigations. 
The  Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
proposed  investigations  to  be  $50,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power. 


and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  18, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
17. 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1900). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  sho^d  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  18, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCA-nON”, 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION 
“PROTEST',  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
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Project  No.  3650.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission's  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8666  Filed  J-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-S5-M 


[Projects  Nos.  3738-000  and  3813-000] 

Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc.  and, 
ENAGENICS;  Applications  for 
Preiiminary  Permit 

March  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Mitchell  Energy 
Company,  Inc.  (MECI)  and  ENAGENICS 
(EN),  (Applicants)  filed  on  November  12, 
1960,  and  December  3, 1980, 
respectively,  applications  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Projects  Nos.  3738 
and  3813  both  to  be  known  as  the 
Merritt  Dam  Hyroelectric  Project 
located  at  the  Ainsworth  Irrigation 
District,  United  States  Water  and  Power 
Resourses  Service,  on  the  Snake  River, 
in  Cherry  County,  near  Valentine, 
Nebraska.  The  applications  are  on  Hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicants  MECI  and  EN, 
respectively  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Mitchell  L.  Dong,  President,  Mitchell 
Energy  Company,  Inc.,  173 
Commonwealth  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02116,  and  Mr.  Thomas 
H.  Clarke,  Jr.,  President,  ENAGENICS, 
1727  Q  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20009.  Any  person  who  wishes  to  file  a 
response  to  this  notice  should  read  the 
entire  notice  and  must  comply  with  the 
requirements  specified  for  ^e  particular 
kind  of  response  that  person  wishes  to 
file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
projects  would  utilize  a  United  States 
Water  and  Power  Resources  Service’s 
dam.  Project  No.  3738  would  consist  of: 
(1)  a  proposed  powerhouse  located  just 


below  the  dam  where  the  outlet  works 
conduit  branches  to  serve  the  Ainsworth 
Canal  and  river,  and  having  an 
estimated  installed  generating  capacity 
of  4  MW;  (2)  proposed  transmission 
lines;  and  (3)  appurtenant  facilities. 
Project  No.  3813  would  consist  of:  (1)  a 
proposed  powerhouse  located  on  the  left 
side  of  the  river  outlet  works  stilling 
basin  and  having  one  unit  with  an 
installed  capacity  of  approximately  1.5 
MW;  (2)  a  proposed  bifurcation  installed 
in  the  river  outlet  control  house  with  a 
slide  gate  placed  at  the  power  penstock 
side  of  the  bifurcation;  (3)  a  proposed 
57-inch  diameter  buried  penstock  80- 
foot  long  and  connecting  the  bifurcation 
to  the  powerplant;  (4)  a  proposed  five 
mile  transmission  line  to  interconnect 
with  the  K.R.§.  Rural  Power  District:  and 
(5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  Merritt 
Dam  Hydroelectric  Project  is  located  on 
Federal  lands. 

MECI  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be 
10,500,000  dWh  and  EN  estimates  that 
the  average  annual  energy  output  would 
be  7,500,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — MECI  proposes  to 
sell  the  generated  output  of  energy  to 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District  or  other 
local  utility.  EN  proposes  to  sell  the 
generated  output  of  energy  to  K.R.B. 
Rural  Power  District  or  public  or  private 
utilities. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — 'The  Applicants  seek 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  36  months,  during  which  time 
studies  would  be  made  to  determine  the 
engineering,  environmental,  and 
economic  feasibility  of  the  project.  In 
addition,  historic  and  recreational 
aspects  of  the  project  would  be 
determined,  along  with  consultation 
with  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
for  information,  comments  and 
recommendations  relevant  to  the 
project.  MECI  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
the  studies  would  be  $50,000.  EN 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  studies 
would  be  $35,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  file 
permit,  the  right  of  prioriy  of  application 
for  license  while  the  Permittee 
undertakes  the  necessary  studies  and 
examinations  to  determine  the 
engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 


comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  18, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
17, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33(a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  e  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1,8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
part  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  18, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Projects  Nos.  3738  and  3813.  Any 
comments,  notices  of  intent,  competing 
applications,  protests,  or  petitions  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  by  providing  the 
original  and  those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
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Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  speciHed  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8667  Filed  3-19-81;  8;45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Project  No.  3746-000] 

Mitchell  Energy  Company,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Mitchell  Energy 
Company,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  17, 1980,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  proposed  Project  No.  3746  to 
be  known  as  the  Carter  Lake  Hydro¬ 
electric  Project  located  on  the  Big 
Thompson  River  near  the  City  of 
Boulder  in  Larimer  County,  Colorado. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Mitchell  L.  Dong,  President,  Mitchell 
Energy  Company,  Inc.,  173 
Commonwealth  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02116.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  the  existing  U.S. 
Water  and  Power  Resources  Service’s 
main  Carter  Lake  Dam  and  would 
consist  of:  (1)  a  powerhouse  located  at 
the  existing  outlet  tunnel  containing 
generating  units  having  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  26,654  kW;  (2)  a  short 
tailrace  discharging  to  the  existing  St. 
Drain  Supply  Canal;  and  (3)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  Applicant  estimates  that 
the  average  annual  energy  output  would 
be  70,046,700  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
would  be  sold  to  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado  or  another  local 
utility. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Applicant  seeks  issuance 
of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of 


two  years,  during  which  time  it  would 
prepare  studies  of  the  geologic, 
hydraulic,  construction,  economic,  and 
environmental  aspects  of  the  project. 
Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
$50,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — ^A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  diuing  the  term  of  die 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  18, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
17, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing  application 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 


in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  18, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“NO'nCE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION’’, 
“COMPETING  APPUCA'nON”, 
“PRO’TEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  3746.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208, 400  First  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8668  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP80-97,  etc.] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  et  al.; 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

March  17, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  Teimessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  Docket  No.  RP80-97; 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Company,  Docket  No.  RP80-1(K); 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Docket 
No.  RP80-102;  Natural  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company  of  America,  Docket  No.  RP80- 
107;  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  RP80-117; 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company,  Docket 
No.  RP80-121;  Trunkline  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  RP80-106;  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Company,  Docket  No. 
RP80-145;  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  RP80-146;  Sea 
Robin  Pipeline  Company,  Docket  Nos. 
RP80-55  and  RP80-118;  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Company,  Docket  No. 
RP81-7:  High  Island  Offshore  System, 
Docket  No.  RP81-18;  and  U-T  Offshore 
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System,  Docket  No.  RP81-20;  Notice  of 
Informal  Settlement  Conference. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  26, 1981,  at 
10:00  a.m.  there  will  be  an  informal 
conference  of  all  interested  persons  for 
the  purposes  of  discussing  settlement  of 
issues  pertaining  to  the  allocation  of 
transmission  costs  between  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  and  liquids 
and  liquefiable  hydrocarbons.  Such  ’ 
issues  appear  to  arise  in  the  above- 
captioned  dockets,  which  while  not 
consolidated,  will  be  the  subject  of  joint 
discussions  as  a  matter  of  convenience 
and  to  assure  consistency  in  the 
resolution  of  these  issues  to  the  extent 
possible. 

The  meeting  place  for  this  conference 


will  be  at  the  offices  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Hearing 
Room  A,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Customers,  those  retaining  an  interest 
in  the  subject  liquids  and  liquefiable 
hydrocarbons  and  other  interested 
persons  will  be  permitted  to  attend  this 
conference,  but  if  such  persons  have  not 
previously  been  permitted  to  intervene 
in  any  of  the  above-captioned  dockets 
by  order  of  the  Commission  or  of  a 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
attendance  will  not  be  deemed  to 
authorize  intervention  as  a  party  in  any 
of  these  proceedings  nor  will  attendance 
by  a  person  granted  intervention  in  one 
or  more  of  the  above-captioned 


proceedings  be  deemed  to  authorize 
intervention  in  any  other  docket. 

All  participants  will  be  expected  to 
come  fully  prepared  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  issues  arising  in  those 
proceedings  in  which  they  have  a 
pertinent  and  cognizable  interest  and  to 
make  commitments  with  respect  to  such 
issues  and  to  any  offer  of  settlement  or 
stipulations  discussed  at  the  conference. 

Inquiries  regarding  this  conference 
should  be  directed  to  Lawrence  Acker  or 
Norma  Rosner  at  (202)  357-8565. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc;.  81-6660  File  d  3-10-81:  8:45  ii.m.] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


Determinations  by  Jurisdictionai  Agencies  Under  the  Naturai  Gas  Poiicy  Act  of  1978 

Issued:  March  16, 1981. 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Nautral  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D" 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  proceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 


The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 


18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  April  6, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No.)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8670  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45em| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission-pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  proceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 


The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings,  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
JNorth  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
D.Q  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 


determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or . 
before  April  6. 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (]D  No.)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  preceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 


The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 


determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  April  6, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

II'R  Doc.  01-8672  Filed  8:4.'j  iim) 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D" 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  {*)  preceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 


The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission's  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 


determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  April  6, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(KR  IXk:.  81-8673  Filed  8:4S„m| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  preceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  conbdential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission's  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  April  6, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No]  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  . 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8674  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  ani| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders; 
Week  of  Jan.  19  Through  Jan.  23, 1981 

During  the  week  of  January  19  through 
January  23, 1981,  the  decisions  and 
orders  summarized  below  were  issued 
with  respect  to  appeals  and  applications 
for  exception  or  other  relief  filed  with 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeals 

David  Bowman,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  BFA-0555, 
freedom  of  information 

David  Bowman  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
denial  by  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Safeguards  and  Security  of  a  request  for 
information  which  he  had  submitted  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  document  initially  withheld  under 
Exemptions  2  and  5  should  be  released  to  the 
public  because  it  is  not  internal  agency 
material  within  the  scope  of  Exemption  2, 
and  because  any  Exemption  5  claim  that  it 
could  be  withheld  as  a  predecisional  intra¬ 
agency  memorandum  had  been  waived  by 
the  prior  broad  distribution  of  the  document. 


In  addition,  the  DOE  found  that  the  document 
may  not  be  withheld  under  Exemption  3 
because  it  does  not  contain  information 
specifically  exempted  from  disclosure  by 
another  statute. 

Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc,,  Washington,  D.C., 
DEA-0323,  DEE-2209,  crude  oil 
Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  filed  an  Appeal  from 
the  January  1979  Entitlements  Notice.  In  its 
submission.  Chevron:  (i)  challenged  the 
validity  of  the  methodology  used  by  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration's  Office 
of  Petroleum  Operations  to  correct  reporting 
errors  in  the  Entitlements  Program,  and  (ii) 
questioned  the  equity  of  the  ERA's  correction 
to  adjust  for  amended  entitlements  reports 
which  Chevron  had  Bled.  Chevron  also  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  claiming  that 
the  dollar  amount  of  the  adjustment  which 
the  ERA  calculated  for  Chevron  on  the 
January  1979  Notice  was  insufficient  and  that 
the  ERA  correction  methodology  therefore 
resulted  in  a  gross  inequity  for  Chevron.  In 
considering  the  applicable  regulations,  the 
DOE  found  that,  although  the  ERA  is 
permitted  some  discretion  in  making 
corrections  to  entitlements  reporting  errors,  it 
had  not  considered  certain  relevant  factors  in 
calculating  Chevron’s  adjustment.  The  DOE 
therefore  granted  Chevron's  Appeal  and 
issued  $6,487,575  of  additional  entitlements  to 
the  Brm.  Chevron's  Application  for  Exception 
was  deemed  to  be  moot  and  was  dismissed. 
Getty  Oil  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  BFA-0558, 
freedom  of  information 
Getty  Oil  Company  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
partial  denial  by  the  Manager  of  the  Western 
Enforcement  District  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  of  a  request  for 
information  which  the  firm  had  submitted 
imder  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.  The 
document  which  the  firm  requested  contained 
suggested  model  language  for  enforcement 
documents  concerning  crude  oil  import 
license  transactions.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  the  District 
Manager  correctly  determined  that 
Exemption  5  applied  to  the  withheld 
document  since  the  document  was  advisory 
in  nature  and  reflected  the  individual  views 
of  its  authors.  The  DOE  also  found  that  the 
District  Manager  had  correctly  determined 
that  its  disclosure  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

Hughes  Oil  Co.,  Atlanta,  Go.,  BFA-0557, 
freedom  of  information 
On  December  17, 1980,  the  Hughes  Oil 
Company  Bled  an  Appeal  from  a  denial  by 
the  District  Manager  for  the  Southeast 
District  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  of  a  request  for  information 
which  the  Brm  had  submitted  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act.  In  considering 
the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  the 
documents  which  were  initially  withheld 
under  Exemption  7(A]  should  not  be  released 
to  the  public.  The  DOE  found  that  disclosure 
of  the  documents  would  interfere  with 
enforcement  proceedings  and  that  a  generic 
index  of  the  withheld  documents  was 
appropriate  since,  in  this  situation,  the 
release  of  a  detailed  index  was  not  required 
by  law. 


Request  for  ModiBcation  and/or  Rescission 
BP  Oil,  Inc.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  BER-0084, 

gasohol 

BP  Oil,  Inc.  Bled  a  Request  for  ModiBcation 
or  Rescission  of  a  Decision  and  Order  issued 
to  Hollowell  Oil  Co.  on  October  31, 1980. 
Hollowell  Oil  Co.,  6  DOE  J]  81,387  (1980).  In 
its  Application,  BP  sought  modiBcation  of  the 
Hollowell  Decision  to  require  Hollowell  to 
blend  gasohol  at  the  accepted  ratio  of  nine 
parts  motor  gasoline  to  one  part  alcohol.  In 
the  alternative,  BP  sought  modiBcation  of  the 
reporting  requirements  placed  upon 
Hollowell  by  the  Decision  and  Order.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Decision  and  Order 
which  permitted  Hollowell  to  allow  its 
customers  to  upgrade  its  gasoline-alcohol 
blend  prior  to  retail  sale  could  allow  the  Brm 
increased  Bexibility  in  its  gasohol  marketing 
program  and  thereby  further  the  production 
and  use  of  gasohol.  The  DOE  also  found  that 
the  reporting  requirements  which  BP 
suggested  would  be  an  onerous  and 
unnecessary  Jiurden  for  Hollowell. 
Accordingly,  BP’s  request  for  modification 
was  denied. 

Requests  for  Exception 

Akron /Canton  Truck  Plaza,  Inc.,  North 

Canton,  Ohio,  DEE-7052,  motor  gasoline 

Akron/Canton  Truck  Plaza,  Inc.,  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  was  not 
experiencing  any  Bnancial  difficulties  which 
would  warrant  exception  relief.  Accordingly, 
the  Application  was  denied. 

Astro,  Inc.,  Camden,  North  Carolina,  DEE- 
7495,  gasohol 

Astro,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211,  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increased 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline  for  the  express 
purpose  of  blending  and  marketing  gasohol.  _ 
In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found 
that  exception  relief  was  necessary  to  enable 
the  firm  to  produce  am^arket  gasohol, 
Bailey’s  Corner  Store,  Clinton,  Washington, 
BEO-0469,  motor  gasoline 

Bailey's  Comer  Store  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  gasoline.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  Department  of 
Energy  found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  it  would  be  adversely 
affected  to  a  significant  degree  if  exception 
relief  were  not  granted.  Accordingly,  the 
Application  for  Exception  was  denied. 

Bolin  Oil  Co.,  Uniontown,  Ohio,  DEE-4775, 
motor  gasoline 

Bolin  Oil  Company  Bled  an  application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.102,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  Brm  had  failed  to  show  that  it 
was  experiencing  a  gross  inequity  or  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  as  a  result  of  DOE 
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regulations.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Charles  H.  Booth,  Inc.,  Anniston,  Ala.,  BEE- 
0874,  gasohol 

Charles  H.  Booth,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  in  which  the  hrm  sought  exception 
relief  increasing  its  allocation  of  unleaded 
motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending 
and  marketing  gasohol.  In  considering  the 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  exception  relief 
was  necessary  to  enable  the  firm  to  expand 
its  gasohol  marketing  operations. 

Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

E.  B.  Brooks,  Jr.,  Dallas,  Texas,  DEE-2223, 
crude  oil 

E.  B.  Brooks,  }r.  (Brooks)  Hied  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  212,  Subpart  D,  in  which  the 
firm  sought  to  reclassify  the  oil  sold  from  the 
Baptist  Foundation  Lease  as  stripper  well  oil 
because  of  decreased  production  due  to 
equipment  malfunction.  In  considering  the 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  lease  was 
ineligible  for  stripper  well  classification, 
since  average  daily  production  figures  must 
be  adjusted  when  signiHcant  decreases  in 
production  are  attributable  to  mechanical 
failure.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Dale  Olson  Oil  Co.,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  D.,  BEE- 
0501,  gasohol 

Dale  Olson  Oil  Company  Tiled  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  §  211.102,  in  which  the  firm 
sought  an  increased  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  and 
marketing  gasohol.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted  because  Olson  had  demonstrated 
that  a  demand  for  gasohol  exists  in  its  market 
area,  that  it  is  in  an  advantageous  position  to 
further  the  production  and  use  of  gasohol, 
that  it  has  made  a  substantial  commitment  of 
resources  toward  that  end,  and  that  DOE 
regulations  signiTicantly  frustrate  its  project. 
In  denying  objections  to  the  grant  of  relief, 
the  DOE  discussed  (i)  whether  an  applicant  is 
required  to  use  all  of  its  existing  allocation  of 
gasoline  for  blending  gasohol  before  it  is 
entitled  to  exemption  relief;  (ii)  whether  a 
supplier  which  conducts  its  own  gasohol 
activities  should  be  excused  htim  supplying 
additional  gasoline  to  a  firm  which  seeks 
exception  relief  for  gasohol  production  and 
marketing;  and  (III)  whether  OHA's  failure  to 
notify  potential  suppliers  and  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  comment  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  the  proposed  Decision  and  Order  violated 
their  due  process  rights.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  granted. 

Dunn  Fuels,  Adrain,  Mich.,  DEE-5842  DES- 
5842,  motor  gasoline 

Dunn  Fuels  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  Subparts  A  and  F,  in  which  the  firm 
sought  an  increase  in  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  it  was  adversely  affected  to 
a  significant  degree  by  DOE  Regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 


Faith  Christian  Assembly,  Lincoln  Park, 
Mich.,  BEO-0427,  temperature 
restrictions 

The  Faith  Christian  Assembly  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  490,  in  which  the  Rrm  sought 
permission  to  raise  the  maximum  heating 
temperature  in  its  building  above  65°F.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
Faith  Christian  Assembly  had  failed  to 
establish  that  the  Temperature  Restrictions 
cause  it  to  incur  a  special  hardship,  gross 
inequity,  or  unfair  distribution  of  bui^ens. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 
Flippo’s  Oil  Company,  Harrisonburg, 

Virginia;  BEE-1071,  gasohol 
Flippo’s  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  211,  in  which  the  Him  sought  an 
increased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor 
gasoline  with  which  to  blend  gasohol.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
exception  relief  was  necessary  to  prevent  the 
firm  from  suffering  a  gross  inequity  as  a 
result  of  the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation 
Regulations  which  allocate  motor  gasoline  on 
the  basis  of  historical  relationships. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas;  BXE- 
1204,  crude  oil 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation  Bled  an  Application 
for  Exception  Btim  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  Exception  relief  was 
granted  to  permit  Gulf  to  sell  at  upper  tier 
ceiling  prices  70.59  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  from  the  Kirby  Lumber  Company  et 
at  "C"  Lease. 

Jerry's  Marathon,  Winamas,  Indiana;  BEO- 
0550,  motor  gasoline 
Jerry's  Marathon  Bled  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase  in 
its  base  period  allocation  of  motor  gasoline. 

In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found 
that  exception  relief  was  necessary  to 
prevent  the  Brm  from  experiencing  a  gross 
inequity  as  a  result  of  a  significant  change  in 
the  Brm's  operating  posture  intended  to 
increase  its  gasoline  sales  volume. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

Krantz  Shell  Service,  New  Philadelphia, 
Ohio;  BEO-0613,  motor  gasoline 
Krantz  Shell  Service  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  E)OE 
found  that  the  Brm  was  not  experiencing  a 
serious  hardship,  gross  inequity,  or  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  as  a  result  of  the  DOE 
allocation  regulations.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

L.  V/.  Green  Co.,  Oxford,  Kansas;  DEE-7081, 
motor  gasoline 

L.  W.  Green  Co.  Bled  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  assignment  of  a 
lower-priced  supplier  of  motor  gasoline.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  firm  was  not  experiencing  serious 
competitive  difficulty  in  its  sales  of  motor 
gasoline  and  that  it  had  not  been  forced  to 
reduce  its  gross  margin  on  those  sales. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 


Lee  Oil  Company,  Selmer,  Tennessee;  DEE- 
5963,  motor  gasoline 

Lee  Oil  Company  Bled  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  QF.R. 

Part  211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  Brm  failed  to  show  that  it 
would  suffer  a  significant  Bnancial  hardship 
in  the  absence  of  exception  relief. 

Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Linn  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Cottage  Grove, 
Minnesota;  DEE-6854,  motor  gasoline 
Linn  Enterprises,  Inc.  Bled  an  Application 
for  Exception  Btim  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  the  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline  of  two  retail  outlets  which  the  Bnn 
operates.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  Brm  was  not  experiencing  any 
Bnancial  difficulties  which  warranted 
exception  relief.  The  DOE  also  found  that  the 
residents  of  the  community  in  which  the 
applicant’s  retail  outlets  are  located  are  not 
experiencing  an  unfair  distribution  of 
burdens.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Alex  Nuszen,  Patchogue,  New  York;  DEE- 
777,  motor  gasoline 
Alex  Nuszen  Bled  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.FJI. 

Part  211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  exception  relief  was  necessary  to 
prevent  the  firm  from  experiencing  a  gross 
inequity  and  serious  hardship  as  a  result  of 
its  low  base  period  volumes.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  granted. 

PF&E  Oil  Company,  Brownwood,  Texas; 
DEE-6411,  motor  gasoline 

PF&E  Oil  Company  Bled  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  in  which  the  Brm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  Brm  failed  to  show  that  either 
it  or  the  community  it  serves  was  suffering  an 
inequity  or  an  unfair  distribution  of  burdens 
as  a  consequence  of  DOE  regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Scenic  Texaco  Automotive  Center, 

Alamogordo,  New  Mexico;  BEO-0376, 
motor  gasoline 

Scenic  Texaco  Automotive  Center  Bled  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  applicant  has  no 
reasonable  expectation  of  receiving  an 
increase  in  the  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline  for  the  retail  outlet  which  it 
purchased  subsequent  to  the  updating  of  the 
base  period.  The  DOE  also  found  that  the 
residents  of  the  community  in  which  the 
applicant  is  located  are  not  experiencing  an 
unfair  distribution  of  burdens.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

Schoeffer  Oil  Co.,  Winner,  South  Dakota; 
BEE-0326 gasohol 
Schaeffer  Oil  Company  Bled  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
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of  10  C.F.R.  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of 
unleaded  gasoline  in  order  to  blend  and  sell 
gasohol.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  was  not  in  an 
advantageous  position  to  further  the 
production  and  use  of  gasohol.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

Sigmor  Refining  Company,  Three  Rivers, 
Texas;  DEE-0757,  motor  gasoline 
Sigmor  Refining  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  regarding  the 
computation  of  maximum  allowable  selling 
prices  for  motor  gasoline  produced  at  a 
refinery  which  it  purchased  and  rebuilt.  Since 
the  refinery  had  not  previously  produced 
motor  gasoline,  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Price  Regulations  are  not  specifically 
designed  to  apply  to  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  Sigmor  requested  that  the  DOE 
establish:  (i)  May  15, 1973  selling  prices  for 
regular,  premium,  and  unleaded  motor 
gasoline  for  the  firm’s  wholesale,  f.o.b. 
refinery  class  of  purchaser:  (ii)  a  May  1973 
cost  for  certain  feedstocks  which  are 
purchased  and  refined  or  blended  and  which 
are  attributable  to  the  production  of  motor 
gasoline;  and  (iii)  nonproduct  costs  for  each 
of  the  allowable  nonproduct  cost  categories 
specified  in  10  C.F.R.  §  212.83(c). 

In  considering  Sigmor's  request,  the  DOE 
found  that,  although  Sigmor’s  acquisition  of 
an  existing  refinery  resulted  in  the  firm’s 
being  classified  as  a  “refiner”  for  purposes  of 
DOE  Price  Regulations,  Sigmor  has  not 
previously  produced  or  sold  motor  gasoline. 
Consequently,  motor  gasoline  produced  at  the 
firm’s  refinery  is  a  “new  item”  which  should 
be  priced  in  accordance  with  10  C.F.R. 

§  212.111.  Since  Sigmor  was  unable  to  obtain 
the  May  15, 1973  prices  charged  by  other 
refiners  in  the  marketing  area,  the  DOE 
permitted  the  firm  to  use  May  15, 1973  prices 
published  in  an  industry  publication  as  its 
May  15, 1973  selling  prices.  The  DOE  also 
permitted  Sigmor  to  impute  a  May  15, 1973 
price  for  unleaded  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE 
allowed  Sigmor  to  impute  its  May  1973  costs 
of  certain  feedstocks,  other  than  crude  oil,  by 
using  data  available  from  the  files  of  a 
consultant  which  had  wide  experience 
working  with  refiners  in  Sigmor’s  area.  In 
addition,  the  DOE  allowed  Sigmor  to  impute 
its  May  1973  nonproduct  costs  on  the  basis  of 
the  refinery’s  actual  nonproduct  costs  in  early 
1978.  Finally,  the  DOE  determined  that  in 
view  of  the  inordinate  administrative  delay 
which  occured  between  the  date  of  the  firm’s 
original  submission  and  the  date  of  the 
determination  by  the  DOE,  the  relief  granted 
to  Sigmor  should  be  approved  retroactive  to 
the  date  the  firm  began  producing  motor 
gasoline. 

Stepp's  Generol  Tire.  Inc.,  laeger.  Vilest 
Virginia:  BEO-1028,  motor  gasoline 
Stepp's  General  Tire,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  was  not 
experiencing  a  serious  hardship,  gross 
inequity,  or  unfair  distribution  of  burdens  as 
a  result  of  the  DOE  allocation  regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 


Texaco,  Inc.,  White  Plains,  New  York,  BEE- 
1323,  crude  oil 

Texaco,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 

§  212.84(h],  which  provides  that  landed  costs 
for  imported  crude  oil  shall  be  considered  to 
be  incurred  in  accordance  with  a  refiner’s 
customary  accounting  procedures.  Under 
Texaco’s  customary  accounting  procedures, 
the  costs  for  imported  crude  oil  accured  when 
the  crude  oil  was  landed  in  the  United  States. 
In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found 
'that  changes  in  the  credit  terms  of  Persian 
Gulf  countries,  and  new  shipping  procedures 
had  rendered  Texaco’s  customary  accounting 
procedures  anomalous.  The  DOE  further 
found  that  because  of  the  operation  of 
§  212.,84(h)  Texaco  would  be  discouraged 
from  using  its  sour  crude  oil  refining  capacity. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted  in 
order  to  allow  Texaco  to  accure  its  costs  for 
imported  crude  oil  on  a  loaded  basis. 

Tom  McDonald  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Tampa,  Florida, 
DEE-2309,  motor  gasoline 
Tom  McDonald  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  in  its  base  period  allocations  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to 
show  that  it  would  be  adversely  affected  to  a 
significant  degree  in  the  absence  of  exception 
relief.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Tomahawk  Oil  Company,  Hiawatha,  Kansas, 
BEE-0331;  gasohol 
Tomahawk  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
an  increase  iii  its  base  period  allocation  of 
unleaded  gasoline  in  order  to  blend  and  sell 
gasohol.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  exception  relief  was  appropriate 
in  order  to  further  the  national  policy 
objective  of  developing  alternative  energy 
sources.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
granted. 

Veyo  Mercantile,  Veyo,  Utah,  BEO-0780, 
motor  gasoline 

Veyo  Mercantile  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought  exception 
relief  increasing  its  base  period  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had  failed  to 
show  that  it  was  suffering  serious  financial 
difficulties  as  a  result  of  the  DOE  regulations. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Wise  Oil  &  Fuel,  Inc.,  Cambridge,  Maryland, 
DEE-7564,  gasohol 

Wise  Oil  &  Fuel,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R. 
Part  211,  in  which  the  firm  sought  an 
increased  allocation  of  motor  gasoline  for  the 
express  purpose  of  blending  and  marketing 
gasohol.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  exception  relief  was  appropriate 
in  order  to  further  the  national  policy 
objective  of  developing  alternate  energy 
sources.  The  DOE  considered  and  rejected 
Shell’s  objections  that  (1)  the  appropriate 
form  for  the  issues  involved  is  a  rulemaking 
rather  than  an  adjudicatory  proceeding;  (2) 


OHA  must  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  in 
granting  such  relief;  (3)  Wise  has  not 
demonstrated  sufficient  demand  for  gasohol, 
a  significant  commitment  to  gasohol 
production  or  that  it  is  in  an  advantageous 
position  to  further  the  national  policy 
objective  of  increasing  the  use  of  gasohol;  (4) 
the  level  of  exception  relief  was  excessive; 

(5)  that  Shell  Unleaded  is  an  inappropriate 
blendstock  for  gasohol.  Accordingly, 
exception  relief  was  granted. 

Zitro  Energy  Consultants  Holtsville,  New 
York,  DEE-2884,  motor  gasoline 
Zitro  Energy  Consultants  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  C.F.R.  §  211.9,  in  which  the  firm  sought 
the  termination  of  the  supplier/purchaser 
arrangement  between  Zitro  and  its  base 
period  supplier.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  was  suffering 
neither  gross  inequity  nor  serious  hardship. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Requests  for  Stay 

Huntway  Ref ining  Company,  Wilmington, 
California,  BES-0125,  BST-0125,  crude 
oil 

Huntway  Refining  Company  (Huntway) 
filed  Applications  for  Stay  and  Temporary 
Stay  of  certain  portions  of  a  Decision  and 
Order  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  DOE  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals.  Huntway  Refining 
Co.,  6  DOE  H  81,256  (1980),  which  partially 
denied  the  firm’s  request  for  an  exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  C.F.R.  §  211.67, 
regarding  the  treatment  under  the 
Entitlements  Program  of  Huntway’s  starting 
crude  oil  inventory.  Huntway  sought  the  stay 
relief  pending  a  determination  on  the  merits 
of  a  Petition  for  Review  which  the  firm 
intends  to  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  and  pending  further 
judicial  review  in  the  event  Huntway’s 
Petition  is  unsuccessful.  The  stay,  if  granted 
would  increase  by  approximately  $714,000 
the  value  of  the  entitlements  to  be  issued  to 
the  firm  in  the  next  Entitlements  List.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
Huntway  had  neither  raised  significant  issues 
nor  presented  unusual  circumstances  and  the 
DOE  therefore  concluded  that  the  firm  had 
failed  to  show  any  likelihood  of  success  on 
the  merits  of  its  Petition  for  Review  with 
FERC  or  in  judicial  review.  The  DOE  also 
found  that  Huntway  would  be  unlikely  to 
suffer  an  irreparable  injury  in  the  absence  of 
stay  relief  since  revenues  will  be  available 
following  the  expiration  of  the  Entitlements 
Program  which  will  permit  the  satisfaction  of 
the  firm’s  claims  in  the  event  the  firm  is 
successful  in  its  appeals.  Finally,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  approval  of  Huntway’s  stay 
request  would  be  inadvisable  on  public 
policy  grounds  since  the  granting  of  stays  to 
all  firms  which  have  been  denied 
entitlements  exception  relief  based  on  the 
possibility  that  the  firms  will  be  successful  in 
their  appeals  would  result  in  a  massive 
transfer  of  funds  through  the  Entitlements 
Program  from  all  firms  on  the  Entitlements 
List  to  all  firms  which  have  recently  been 
denied  relief.  Consequently,  the  DOE 
determined  that  Huntway  had  failed  to 
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satisfy  the  criteria  for  the  approval  of  a  stay 
and  denied  the  Application  for  Stay  and 
dismissed  the  Application  for  Temporary 
Stay. 

Plateau,  Inc.,  Washingtan,  D.C.,  BES-0128, 
crude  ail 

Plateau,  Inc.  hied  an  Application  for  Stay 
seeking  to  increase  the  amount  of  exception 
relief  tentatively  granted  to  the  him  in  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  on  December 
16, 1980.  In  considering  the  Application,  the 
DOE  determined  that  the  Him  had  made  a 
strong  showing  of  the  likelihood  of  success 
on  the  merits  of  its  Statement  of  Objections 
to  the  Proposed  Decision.  Plateau's  stay 
request  was  therefore  granted. 

Supplemental  Order 
Warriar  Asphalt  Company  of  Alabama, 
Washington,  D.C.,  BEX-0150,  crude  oil 

The  DOE  issued  a  Supplemental  Order  to 
the  Warrior  Asphalt  Company  of  Alabama 
which  corrected  the  calculation  of  that  firm's 
entitlements  purchase  obligation  for  the 
period  December  1980  through  May  1981 
which  had  been  established  in  a  recent 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued  to 
Warrior. 

Motion  For  Discovery 

Mitchell  Energy  Corporation,  Houston, 

Texas,  DRD-0093,  DRH-0093,  crude  oil 

Mitchell  Energy  Corporation  (Mitchell] 
filed  a  Motion  for  Discovery  and  a  Motion  for 
Evidentiary  Hearing  in  connection  with  its 
Statement  of  Objections  to  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  issued  to  it  by  OlA  Region 
VI  on  January  28, 1978.  The  PRO  alleged  that 
Mitchell  misclassiHed  certain  of  its  crude  oil 
producing  properties  and  consequently 
charged  unlawful  prices  for  crude  oil  from 
those  properties.  In  its  Motion  for  Discovery, 
Mitchell  sought  to  discover  all  documents 
concerning  the  meaning  of  and  basis  for  three 
Federal  Energy  Administration  interpretive 
rulings  which  it  claimed  supported  its 
classification  of  the  properties.  It  also  sought 
to  discover  information  concerning  the 
sampling  techniques  ERA  used  in 
determining  which  of  Mitchell's  properties  to 
audit.  The  DOE  denied  all  discovery 
pertaining  to  the  meaning  of  the  three  rulings 
because  it  found  such  discovery  could  not  aid 
the  agency  in  evaluating  Mitchell's 
contention  that  its  interpretation  of  the  ruling 
was  the  only  one  permissible.  However,  some 
discovery  concerning  audit  sampling 
techniques  was  permitted  on  the  ground  that 
access  to  such  information  was  necessary  to 
enable  Mitchell  to  prove  that  the  agency  had 
not  audited  a  random  sample  of  its  properties 
and  that  the  self-audit  remqdy  requested  by 
ERA  was  therefore  inappropriate. 

In  its  Motion  for  Evidentiary  Hearing, 
Mitchell  requested  that  the  DOE  convene  an 
evidentiary  hearing  with  the  following 
witnesses:  (1)  officials  of  the  DOE  Office  of 
General  Counsel  to  prove  Mitchell’s 
interpretation  of  the  term  “property"  is 
consistent  with  that  of  FEA  interpretive 
rulings;  (2)  the  Senior  Vice-President  of 
Mitchell  and  an  official  of  the  Texas  Railroad 
Commission,  to  give  information  concerning 
Mitchell’s  accounting  practices:  (3]  a  DOE 
auditor  to  give  information  concerning  the 


audit  sampling  techniques  used.  The  DOE 
denied  the  Motion  with  respect  to  the  ffrst 
two  categories  of  witnesses  because  it  found 
that  they  could  not  provide  information 
concerning  any  relevant  factual  issues  in  the 
case.  With  regard  to  the  auditor,  the  DOE 
decided  that  it  could  not  determine  whether 
an  evidentiary  hearing  was  necessary  on  the 
audit  sampling  issue  until  discovery  was 
completed.  This  portion  of  the  Motion  was 
therefore  dismissed  without  prejudice  to 
reffling  within  30  days  after  completion  of 
discovery. 

Interim  Order 

The  following  firm  was  granted  Interim 
Exception  Relief  which  implements  the  relief 
which  the  DOE  proposed  to  grant  in  an  order 
issued  on  the  same  date  as  the  Interim  Order 

Company  Name,  Location,  and  Case  No. 
Energy  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Washingtion,  D.C., 
BEN-0079 

Protective  Orders 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Protective  Orders.  The  applications,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  the  issuance  by  the 
DOE  of  the  proposed  Protective  Orders 
submitted  by  the  firms.  The  DOE  granted  the 
following  applications  and  issued  the 
requested  I^tective  Orders  as  Orders  of  the 
Department  of  Energy: 

Company  Name,  Location  and  Case  No, 
Commonwealth  Oil/Chevron  U.S.A., 
Washington,  D.C.,  BEI-0176 
Commonwealth  Oil/Mobil  Oil,  BEJ-OIT? 

Dow  Chemical,  U.SA./Chevron  U.S.A..  Ina, 
Washington,  D.C.,  BEJ-OlTg 
Energy  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C, 
BEI-0178 

Kerr-McCee  Corporation 
Petition 

The  following  firm  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception,  Temporary  Exception,  Stay,  and/ 
or  Temporary  Stay  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Motor  Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
request,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  the  firm's  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  a  Decision 
and  Order  which  determined  that  the  request 
be  granted. 

Company  Name,  Location,  and  Case  No. 

Paris  Avenue  Amoco,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
DEO-0368 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception,  Temporary  Exception,  Stay,  and/ 
or  Temporary  Stay  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Motor  Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  the  firms’  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  Decisions 
and  Orders  which  determined  that  the 
requests  be  denied. 

Company  Name,  Location,  and  Case  No. 

Bill's  Standard,  Washington,  DC,  BEO-0591 
Clark  Super  100,  Hazel  Park,  MI,  BEO-1066 
George’s  of  Seymour,  Inc.,  Seymour,  TN, 
BEO-0451 

Hess  Store,  Baltimore,  MD,  BEO-1282 
Shelby  Arco  Station,  Madison,  VA,  DEO- 
0374 


Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
without  prejudice  to  rePiling  at  a  later  date: 

Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Associate  Fellow,  BFA-0561 
Atlantic  Richffeld  Co.,  DEE-2092 
Barielle  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  BXE-0049 
BRO  Oil  Company,  Inc.,  BEE-0710 
Carey  Johnson  Oil  Co.,  Ina,  BEE-0886 
Dixon  Oil  Co.,  BEE-1521 
Energy  Development  of  California,  Ina, 
DRO-0150 

Giant  Refining  Co.,  DEE-1976 
Golden  Gate  Petroleum  Co.,  BRS-0117 
Independent  Reffning  Corp.,  DEE-1553 
Instrument  Control  Service,  BFA-0584 
Keith  W.  Kennedy,  DEE-2653;  DST-2e53; 
DES-2653 

Michaelson  Producing  Co.,  DRA-0217 
Monsanto  Company,  DXE-2537 
Pierrement  Petrolemn  Corp.,  DEE-5536 
Seneca  Oil  Co.,  BEE-1508  tlux)ugh  BEE-1512; 

BEL-1508  through  BEL-1512 
Sheboygan  Oil,  Inc.,  DEE-3781 
Ten-Corn  Service,  BEE-1183 
TFCO,  Inc.,  BEE-1392:  BEI^1392 
Town  Hall  Westport,  DEE-6221 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
decisions  and  orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Fnday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
except  federal  holidays.  They  are  also 
available  in  Energy  Management: 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  looseleaf 
reporter  system. 

Thomas  L.  Wieker, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

March  13, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8S62  Filed  3-1&-B1: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ER-FRL-1783-71 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A- 
104),  US  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

purpose:  This  notice  lists  the 
environmental  impact  statements  (EISs) 
which  have  been  officially  filed  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal  agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality’s 
regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9)  during 
the  week  of  March  9, 1981  to  March  13, 
1981. 

REVIEW  periods:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this  notice 
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is  calculated  from  March  20, 1981  and 
will  end  on  May  4, 1981.  The  30-day 
review  period  for  final  EIS’s  as 
calculated  from  March  20, 1981  will  end 
on  April  20, 1981. 

Eis  availability:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  notice  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  If  a  Federal  agency 
does  not  have  the  EIS  available  upon 
request  you  may  contact  the  Office  of 
Federal  Activities,  EPA,  for  further 
information.  Copies  of  EIS’s  previously 
filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which  are  no 
longer  available  from  the  originating 
agency  are  available  with  charge  from 
the  following  source:  Information 
Resources  Press,  1700  North  Moore 
Street,  Arlington,  Virginia  22209,  (703) 
558-8270. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kathi  L.  Wilson,  Office  of  Federal 
Activities,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  (202)  245-3006. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104). 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Contact:  Barry  Flamm,  Office  of 
Enviroiunental  Quality,  (202)  447-3965. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Final 

JUMPER  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROTECTION,  SUMTER  COUNTY, 
FLORIDA,  Date  Filed  3-12-81 — proposed 
installation  of  water  control/grade 
stabilization  structures,  channel 
rehabilitation  and  land  treatment.  Comments 
made  by:  USDA,  DOC,  HEW,  COE,  DOT, 
EPA,  State  and  Local  Agencies.  (EIS  Order 
No.  810199.) 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Final 

PANDORA  MOTH  MANAGEMENT  PLAN, 
COCONINO  COUNTY,  ARIZONA,  Date 
Filed  3-12-81 — proposed  suppression  of  moth 
infestation  of  Ponderosa  Pine  around  Jacob 
Lake  within  Kaibab  National  Forest. 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA,  EPA,  DOT 
FERC,  State  and  Local  Agencies,  Groups, 
Individuals  and  Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810200.) 

US  ARMY  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Contact:  Richard  Makinen,  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  (202)  272-0121. 

Final 

SAVANNAH  HARBOR  NAVIGATION 
CHANNEL  WIDENING,  CHATHAM 
COUNTY,  GEORGIA,  Date  Filed  3-9-81— 
widening  of  channel  to  500  feet  from  Fig 
Island  Turning  Basin  to  King  Island  Turning 
Basin.  Comments  Made  by:  EPA,  FEA,  HEW, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOC,  DOE,  State  and  Local 
Agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  810185.) 

PAXTON  CREEK  AND  SUSQUEHANNA 
RIVER  FLOOD  CONTROL,  DAUPHIN 


COUNTY,  PENNSYLVANIA,  Date  Filed  3-9- 
81 — measures  include  flood  wall,  channel 
modification  and  construction  of  a  detention 
reservoir.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  HUD, 
HEW,  DOC,  DOE,  SRBC,  EPA,  State 
Agencies,  (EIS  Order  No.  810186.) 

HILO  LAVA  FLOW  CONTROL,  ISLAND 
AND  STATE  OF  HAWAII,  Date  Filed  3-12- 
81 — proposed  protection  plan  involving 
construction  of  barrier  segments  only  in  the 
event  of  an  actual  eruption  of  Mauna  Loa. 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  DOC,USDA,  HUD, 
EPA,  DOT,  State  Agencies,  Groups, 
Individuals  and  Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810193.) 

BONNEVILLE  LOCK  AND  DAM, 
NAVIGATION,  OREGON  AND 
WASHINGTON,  Date  Filed  3-12-81— 
proposed  construction  of  new  navigation  lock 
with  dimensions  of  86  by  675  feet  south  of 
existing  lock  and  powerhouse.  Comments 
made  by:  DOC,  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  USDA.  (EIS 
Order  No.  810194.) 

HALSTEAD  FLOOD  CONTROL  PLAN, 
HARVEY  COUNTY,  KANSAS,  Date  Filed  3- 
12-81 — proposed  construction  of  horseshoe 
levee,  and  channel  enlargement  and 
realignment.  Conunents  made  by:  HUD,  DOC, 
DOT,  USDA,  ACH,  HEW,  DOI,  EPA,  State 
and  Local  Agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  810098.) 

EAST  BAY  HARBOR,  OLYMPIA  HARBOR, 
THURSTON  COUNTY,  WASHINGTON, 

Date  Filed  3-12-81 — proposed  construction  of 
East  Bay  Marina  including  moorage  for  800 
boats,  recreational  facilities,  and  cargo 
handling  area.  Comments  made  by:  DOC, 
DOD,  USDA,  HUD,  DOE,  DOT,  State  and 
Local  Agencies,  Groups,  Individuals  and 
Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  810201.) 

BRAZOS  ISLAND  HARBOR,  CHANNEL 
IMPROVEMENT,  CAMERON  COUNTY, 
TEXAS,  Date  Filed  3-13-81 — proposed 
enlargement  of  turning  basin,  main  chatmel 
and  entrance  channel.  Comments  made  by: 
AHP,  DOI,  EPA,  DOT,  State  and  Local 
Agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  810203.) 

PRESQUE  ISLE  PENINSULA  BEACH 
EROSION.  LAKE  ERIE.  ERIE  COUNTY. 
PENNSYLVANIA.  Date  Filed  3-13-81— 
proposed  placement  of  58  offshore 
breakwater  segments  extending  from  the 
west  end  of  the  peninsula  through  Sunset 
Point.  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  DOC, 

USDA,  DOI  HUD,  EPA,  State  Agencies, 
Groups  and  Individuals.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810204.) 

FOURCHE  BAYOU  BASIN,  LITTLE  ROCK. 
PULASKI  COUNTY,  ARKANSAS,  Date  Filed 
3-12-81 — proposed  flood  control 
improvements  consisting  of  channel  clearing, 
bank  shaping  and  alteration  of  highway  and 
railroad  bridges.  Comments  made  by:  ^A, 
DOI,  DOC,  AHP,  DOE,  State  and  Local 
Agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  810205.) 

Report 

CHARLESTON  HARBOR  NAVIGATION 
IMPROVEMENTS,  CHARLESTON  COUNTY, 
SOUTH  CAROUNA,  Date  Filed  3-11-81— 
supplemental  information.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810191.) 

EXTENSION:  Bowline  Point  Generating 
Station,  Haverstraw,  NY,  published  FR 
February  13, 1981 — review  period  has  been 
extended  to  March  27, 1981.  (No.  810100.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Contact:  Robert  T.  Miki,  Regulatory  Policy, 
(202)  377-2482. 

Economic  Development  Administration 
Final 

GATUNBURG  INTERCITY  WATER 
SUPPLY,  SEVIER  COUNTY,  TENNESSEE, 
Date  Filed  3-11-81 — funding  for  a  four  phase 
water  supply  plan  including  interconnection 
of  systems,  construction  of  distribution  lines 
and  new  pipeline  and  development  of  new 
water  sources.  Comments  made  by:  DOT, 
HUD,  EPA,  DOI,  State  and  Local  Agencies, 
Groups  and  Individuals.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810192.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Contact:  Bill  Geise,  Region  VIII,  (303)  837- 
4831. 

Draft 

DURANGO  AREA  WASTEWATER 
MANAGEMENT  PLAN,  LA  PLATA 
COUNTY,  COLORADO,  Date  Filed  3-13-81— 
awarding  of  grant  for  construction  of  28  miles 
of  interceptor  sewers.  (EIS  Order  No.  810180.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Contact:  Richard  H.  Broun,  Office  of 
Environmental  Quality,  (202)  755-6300. 

Draft 

ROSEMEADE  SUBDIVISION.  DENTON 
COUNTY,  TEXAS,  Date  Filed  3-19-81— 
issuance  of  HUD  home  mortgage  insurance 
for  development  consisting  of  2,221  units  on 
900  acres  at  completion.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810189.) 

Final 

NORTHSHORE  CLUB  ESTATES,  KING 
COUNTY,  WASHINGTON,  Date  Filed  3-13- 
81 — ^issuance  of  HUD  home  mortgage 
insurance  for  development  consisting  of  1,485 
dwelling  units  on  338  acres.  Comments  made 
by:  EPA,  USDA,  DOE,  DOI,  State  and  Local 
Agencies,  Groups,  Individuals  and 
Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  810207.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Contact:  Bruce  Blanchard,  Environmental 
Project  Review,  (202)  343-3891. 

Bureau  Land  Management 
Draft 

HUALAPAI-AQUARIUS  GRAZING 
MANAGEMENT  PLAN,  MOHAVE  AND 
YAVAPI  COUNTIES,  ARIZONA,  Date  Filed 
3-9-81 — management  of  1,308,588  acres  for 
livestock,  wild  burro  and  big  game  grazing. 
(EIS  Order  No.  810187.) 

EXTENSION:  The  review  period  for  the 
above  EIS  has  been  extended  until  May  7, 
1981.  (No.  810187.) 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Draft 

AK-CHIN  WATER  SUPPLY  PROJECT. 
MARICOPA  AND  PINAL  COUNTIES, 
ARIZONA,  Date  Filed  3-9-81— construction 
of  interim  water  delivery  system  to  provide 
85,000  acre-feet  of  water  to  Ak-Chin  Indian 
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community  for  next  25  years.  (EIS  Order  No. 
810188.) 

EXTENSION:  The  review  period  for  the 
above  EIS  has  been  extended  until  May  11, 
1981.  (No.  810188.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  NAVY 
Contact:  Ed  Johnson,  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/RDT&E  Branch,  (202)  679-3689. 

Draft  Supplement 

COSO  GEOTHERMAL  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM  (DS-1),  INYO,  KERN,  SAN 
BERNARDINO  COUNTIES,  CALIFORNIA, 
Date  Filed  3-12-81 — ^proposed  geothermal 
exploratory  drilling  and  testing,  and 
construction  of  necessary  facilities.  (EIS 
Order  No.  810196.) 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Contact:  Daniel  R.  Muller,  Environmental 
Technology,  (301)  492-7017. 

Final 

THREE  MILE  ISLAND,  RADIOACTIVE 
WASTE  DISPOSAL,  PENNSYLVANIA,  Date 
Filed  3-10-81 — activities  for  decontamination 
of  facility,  defueling  and  disposition  of 
radioactive  waste.  Conunents  made  by:  COE, 
EPA,  FERC,  HEW.  DOI,  DOT,  State  and  Local 
Agencies,  Groups,  Individuals  and 
Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  810190.) 

EXTENSION:  Decommissioning  of  Nuclear 
Facilities,  published  FR  February  6, 1981 — 
review  period  has  been  extended  until  April 
4, 1981.  (No.  810088.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Contact:  Martin  Convisser,  Office  of 
Environment  and  Safety,  (202)  426-4357. 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
Draft 

US  82  AND  US  280/US  19  IMPROVEMENT, 
SEVERAL  COUNTIES.  GEORGIA.  Date  Filed 
3-12-81 — reconstruct  as  a  partially  controlled 
access  highway  with  four  lanes.  (EIS  Order 
No.  810195.) 

Draft 

US  264/NORTHWEST  BYPASS,  PITT 
COUNTY.  NORTH  CAROUNA,  Date  Filed  3- 

12- 81— construction  of  a  new  four  lane 
divided  highway  between  relocated  US  264 
and  the  US  13/NC 11  and  NC 1590 
intersection.  (EIS  Order  No.  810197.) 

LAKESHORE  DRIVE  EXTENSION. 
JEFFERSON  COUNTY,  ALABAMA,  Date 
Filed  3-12-81 — proposed  construction  of  four 
lane  partially  controlled  access  highway  from 
Green  Springs  Highway  to  Spaulding 
Highway.  (EIS  Order  No.  810202.) 

Final 

TRENTON  COMPLEX  COMPLETION. 
MERCER  AND  BURLINGTON  COUNTIES. 
NEW  JERSEY,  Date  Filed  3-9-81— completion 
of  1-195  and  1-295,  extension  of  NJ-29  and 
addition  of  NJ-129.  Comments  made  by: 
USDA,  COE.  DOT.  DOC.  EPA.  HUD.  DOI. 
DRBC,  State  and  Local  Agencies,  Groups  and 
Individuals.  (EIS  Order  No.  810184.) 

WHITEWATER  RIVER  CROSSING. 
FAYETTE  COUNTY.  INDIANA,  Date  Filed  3- 

13- 81 — construction  of  a  new  bridge  and 
approaches  from  IN-1  to  IN-121  for  west  fork 
of  Whitewater  River.  Comments  made  by: 


DOI.  EPA,  USDA,  COE,  DOT,  State  and  Local 
Agencies. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8690  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-37-M 


[EN-FRL  1783-2] 

JRB  Associates,  Inc.,  Contracted  To 
Provide  Witnesses  To  Assist  in 
Preparing  for  Legislation 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 

Agency. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  EPA  has  contracted  with 
JRB  Associates,  Inc.  to  provide  expert 
witnesses  to  assist  the  Agency  in 
preparing  for  litigation.  In  the  process  of 
procuring  these  expert  witnesses,  JRB 
may  require,  and  ^A  may  permit, 
access  to  documents  containing 
confidential  business  information. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  3, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jonathan  D.  Libber,  Attorney-Advisor, 
Special  Programs  and  Policy  Staff, 

Office  of  Ei^orcement,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  (202)  472-3665. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  EPA 
fi'equently  needs  expert  witnesses  in 
order  to  efiectively  prosecute  violations 
of  the  environmental  statutes  it 
enforces.  Expert  witnesses  are  used 
both  in  preparation  for  litigation  and  in' 
the  actual  course  of  a  tribal  or 
administrative  proceeding.  The  demand 
for  qualified  expert  witnesses  has  often 
been  inadequately  satisfied.  To  satisfy 
this  demand  more  effectively,  EPA  has 
contracted  with  JRB  Associates,  Inc.  to 
locate  and  subcontract  with  qualified 
expert  witnesses  as  EPA  needs  them. 
The  contract  numbered  68-01-6187  will 
run  imtil  September  1981,  but  may  be 
extended  up  to  two  additional  years  at 
the  option  of  EPA. 

In  order  to  locate  expert  witnesses, 
JRB  will  need  some  knowledge  of  the 
technical  and  scientific  issues  involved 
in  the  cases.  Therefore,  JRB  may  need 
access  to  some  confidential  business 
information  obtained  by  EPA  under  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  the  Clean  Water  Act,  the 
Safe  Drinking  Water  Act,  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act,  the 
Toxic  Substances  Control  Act,  and  the 
Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act.  EPA  has  determined 
pursuant  to  40  CFR  2.301(h),  2.303(h), 
2.304(h),  2.305(h),  2.306(j),  and  2.307(h) 
that  is  may  need  to  disclose  confidential 
business  information  to  JRB.  VYhenever 
specific  materials  are  no  longer  required 
by  JRB  to  procure  witnesses,  JRB  will 
return  the  confidential  business 
information  to  the  Agency. 


JRB  is  legally  required  under  the  terms 
of  the  contract  to  safeguard  from 
unauthorized  disclosure  any 
confidential  business  information  it 
receives  from  EPA.  In  addition  JRB  has 
been  authorized  under  the  EPA  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  Confidential 
Business  Information  Security  Manual  to 
have  access  to  confidential  business 
information.  EPA  has  approved  JRB’s 
security  plan.  EPA  has  also  conducted 
the  required  inspection  of  the  JRB 
facilities  and  has  found  them  to  be  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Security  Manual. 

When  JRB  locates  and  subcontracts 
with  an  expert  witness  with  EPA’s 
approval,  each  affected  business  will 
receive  notice  prior  to  disclosure  of 
confidential  business  information  to  that 
subcontractor  as  provided  by  EPA 
regulations. 

Dated:  February  23, 1981. 

Jeffiey  G.  Miller, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement 

|FR  Doc.  81-8606  Filed  3-l».«l;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-33-11 


[OPP-50528;  PH-FRL  1783-4] 

Monsanto  Co.;  Renewal  of 
Experimental  Use  Permit 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  issued  a  renewal  of 
an  experimental  use  permit  to  Monsanto 
Co.,  for  use  of  the  herbicide  glyphosate 
on  forage  grasses  and  legumes  to 
evaluate  control  of  weeds.  Such  permits 
are  in  accordance  with  and  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  40  CFR  Part  172,  which 
defines  EPA  procedures  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

date:  This  experimental  use  permit 
expires  January  29, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Taylor.  Product  Manager  (PM) 
25,  Registration  division  (TS-767C), 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Rm. 
412E,  CM  No.  2. 1921  Jefierson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington.  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7066). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA  has 

issued  a  renewal  of  an  experimental  use 
prmit  to  Monsanto  Co.,  1101 17th  St., 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  This 
experimental  use  permit  (524-EUP-46) 
allows  the  use  of  3,720  pounds  of  the 
remaining  quantity  of  the  herbicide 
glyphosate  on  forage  grasses  and 
legumes  to  evaluate  control  of  weeds.  A 
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total  of  2,600  acres  are  involved.  The 
program  is  authorized  only  in  the  States 
of  Alabama,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 
The  program  was  previously  effective 
from  November  14, 1978  to  November 
14, 1980.  It  is  now  effective  from  January 
29, 1981  to  January  29, 1982.  Temporary 
tolerances  for  residues  of  the  herbicide 
in  or  on  forage  legumes,  liver  and  kidney 
of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses,  poultry, 
and  sheep  have  been  established.  A 
permanent  tolerance  for  residues  of 
glyphosate  in  or  on  the  forage  grasses 
has  been  established  (40  CFR  180.364). 

Persons  wishing  to  review  this 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred  to 
the  designated  product  manager. 
Inquiries  concerning  this  permit  should 
be  directed  to  the  person  cited  above.  It 
is  suggested  that  interested  persons  call 
before  visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters 
Office,  so  that  the  appropriate  file  may 
be  made  available  for  inspection 
purposes  from  8:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  excluding  legal 
holidays. 

(Sec.  5, 92  Stat.  819,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8607  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6580-32-M 


lAS-FRL  1784-2] 

Intent  To  Issue  Revised  Minority 
Business  Enterprise  Policy  for 
Construction  Grants  Program; 
Technical  Amendments  to  Women’s 
Business  Enterprise  Policy  for 
Construction  Grants  Program; 
Procedures  for  Impiementation  of 
Minority  Business  Enterprise  and 
Women’s  Business  Enterprise  Policies; 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

agency:  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Proposed  policy  revisions  and 
proposed  program  requirements 
memorandum;  extension  of  comment 
period. 

summary:  This  document  announces  the 
extension  of  the  opportunity  for  the 


public  to  comment  on  proposed  policy 
revisions,  technical  amendments,  and 
implementing  procedures  relating  to 
EPA’s  minority  business  enterprise  and 
women’s  business  enterprise  policies, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1981  (46  FR  5686). 
date:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  (in  duplicate,  if 
possible)  may  be  mailed  to  Central 
Docket  Section  (A-130),  ATTN:  Docket 
No.  G-80-5.  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  ^ 
Robert  J.  Knox  (Director,  Office  of  Small 
and  Disadvantaged  Business 
Utilization),  (202)  755-0393,  or  Sylvia 
Horitz  (OfHce  of  General  Counsel),  (202) 
426-4690, 401  M  Street,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator. 

The  deadline  for  submitting  comments 
on  the  proposed  Revised  Minority 
Business  ^terprise  Policy  for  the 
Construction  Grants  Program,  Technical 
Amendments  to  the  Women’s  Business 
Enterprise  Policy  for  the  Construction 
Grants  Program,  and  Procedures  for 
Implementation  of  Minority  Business 
Enterprise  and  Women’s  Business 
Enterp'rise  Policies  is  extended  from 
March  20, 1981,  to  May  4, 1981. 

These  policies  will  apply  to 
Construction  Grants  for  Wastewater 
Treatment  Works,  Catalogue  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance  No.  66.418.  Grants 
for  construction  of  wastewater 
treatment  works  are  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  Circular  A-95  (clearinghouse 
review). 

|FR  Doc.  81-8784  Filed  3-19-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-36-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20609] 

An  Inquiry  Into  the  Abolition  of  Special 
Rates  for  Letter  Telegrams 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Order  terminating  docket. 

summary:  Docket  No.  20609  was 
initiated  as  an  inquiry  into  the  abolition 
of  special  rates  for  letter  telegrams.  Its 
purpose  was  to  gather  information  to 
assist  the  Commission  in  advising  the 
Department  of  State  on  the  U.S.  position 
to  the  Sixth  Plenary  Assembly  of  the 


Cenr  held  in  1976.  The  proceeding  is 
moot  and  therefore  is  terminated. 
ADDRESS:  Not  Applicable. 

DATES:  Not  Applicable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Earl  S.  Barbely,  Chief,  International 
Conference  Staff,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

In  the  matter  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
abolition  of  special  rates  for  letter 
telegrams;  order;  See  also  40  FR  49124, 
October  21, 19755. 

Adopted:  March  4, 1981. 

Released:  March  9, 1981. 

By  the  Acting  Chief,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau. 

1.  On  October  15, 1975,  the 
Commission  released  a  Notice  of  Inquiry 
in  this  docket  designed  primarily  to 
provide  the  Commission  with  the 
information  necessary  to  advise  the 
Department  of  State  with  respect  to  the 
U.S.  Position  at  the  Sixth  Plenary 
Assembly  of  the  International  Telegraph 
and  Telephone  Consultative  Committee 
(CCITT)  of  the  International 
Telecommunications  Union  (ITU)  which 
was  scheduled  to  be  held  in  the  Fall  6f 
1976,  as  well  as  at  preliminary 
international  meetings  where  this 
subject  would  be  considered. 

2.  Coiiiments  were  filed  in  the 
proceeding  and  were  used  by  the 
Commission  in  advising  the  Department 
of  State  concerning  the  U.S.  position  on 
this  subject  at  the  various  ITU  meetings. 
The  CCITT  Sixth  Plenary  Assembly 
agreed  to  maintain  those  provisions 
which  provide  for  reduced  rate  letter 
telegrams  as  an  optional  service  within 
the  CCITT  F  series  Recommendations. 
The  U.S.  international  record  carriers 
continue  to  offer  letter  telegram  service 
to  those  countries  who  will  accept  and 
deliver  such  telegrams. 

3.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  §  §  0.91, 
0.291,  and  1.401(e),  it  is  Ordered  that  this 
Docket  is  terminated. 

Joseph  A.  Marino, 

Acting  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8844  Filed  3-19-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


[BC  Docket  Nos.  81-166, 81-167,  File  Nos. 
BPH-791218AE,  BPH-800701AB] 

Alabama  Christian  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  et  al.;  Designating  Applications 
for  Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 
Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Alabama 
Christian  Broadcasting  Company  Inc., 
Reform,  Alabama,  Req:  101.7  MHz, 
Channel  269A,  1  kW  (H&V),  479  feet,  BC 
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Docket  No.  81-166,  File  No.  BPH- 
791218AE.  L  D.  Vail.  Margaret  M. 
Ramage,  and  Charlie  Taggart,  a 
partnership  d.b.a.  REGO  Broadcasting 
Company,  Reform,  Alabama.  Req;  101.7 
MHz,  Channel  269A,  3kW  (H&V).  300 
feet,  BC  Docket  No.  81-167,  File  No. 
BPH-800701AB;  for  a  Construction 
Permit  for  a  New  FM  Station. 

Adopted:  March  9, 1981. 

Released:  March  17, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  of 
Alabama  Christian  Broadcasting  Co. 

Inc.  (ACBC)  and  L.  D.  Vail,  Margaret 
Ramage  and  Charlie  Taggart,  a 
partnership  d.b.a.  REGO  Broadcasting 
Company  (REGO)  for  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new  FM  station. 

2.  REGO.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
data  submitted  by  REGO  reveals  that 
$119,263.76  will  be  required  to  construct 
the  proposed  station  and  operate  for 
three  months,  itemized  as  follows: 

Equipment  cost .  $86,172.36 

Studio  and  transmitter  site  rental .  750.00 

Miscellaneous . 13,716.40 

Operating  cost  (three  months) _  18,625.00 

Total . 119.263.76 

REGO  plans  to  finance  construction  and 
operation  with  a  $100,000.00  loan  from 
the  Bank  of  Reform.  The  letter  of 
commitment  from  the  Bank  of  Reform 
does  not  set  forth  the  rate  of  interest,  or 
the  terms  for  repayment  and  is,  in  any 
event,  not  enou^  to  cover  applicant’s 
proposed  costs.  A  limited  financial  issue 
will  be  specified. 

3.  Other  Matters.  Data  submitted  by 
the  applicants  indicate  that  there  would 
be  a  significant  difference  in  the  size  of 
the  areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  area  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of  1 
mV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together  with 
the  availability  of  other  primary  aural 
services  in  such  areas  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

4.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  at 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 


5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e]  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  with  respect  to  REGO: 

(a)  the  source  and  availability  of 
funds  to  meet  its  expected  costs;  and 

(b)  whether,  in  li^t  of  the  evidence 
adduced  in  (a)  above,  REGO  is 
financially  qualified. 

2.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would  on  a  comparative  basis 
better  serve  the  public  interest. 

3.  To  determine  in  light  of  the 
foregoing  issues  which  if  either,  of  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
the  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
or  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a)(2]  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  73.3594 
of  the  Commission's  Rules,  give  notice 
of  the  hearing  (either  individually  or,  if 
feasible  and  consistent  with  the  Rules, 
jointly]  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  and  such  Rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the 
publication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Rules. 

Federal  Conununications  Commission. 

Larry  D.  Eads, 

Acting  Chief,  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  Sl-ae22  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

miXING  CODE  6712-01-M 

[BC  Docket  Nos.  81-164, 81-165,  File  Nos. 
BPH-800527AC,  BPH-800708AB1 

Brownfield  Broadcasting  Corp.,  et  al.; 
Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Brownfield 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  Brownfield,  Texas, 
Req:  103.9  MHz,  Channel  280A  3  kW 
(H&V),  300  feet.  BC  Docket  No.  81-164, 
File  No.  BPH-800527AC.  Brownfield 
Radio,  Inc.,  Brownfield,  Texas,  Req: 

103.9  MHz,  Channel  280A  3  kW  (H&V). 
227.75  feet.  BC  Docket  No.  81-165,  File 
No.  BPH-800708AB;  For  Construction 
Permit  for  a  New  FM  Station. 

Adopted:  March  5, 1981. 

Released:  March  18, 1981. 


By  the  Chief.  Broadcast  Bureau: 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 
consideration  the  above-captioned 
mutually  exclusive  applications  filed  by 
Brownfield  Broadcasting  Corporation 
(BBC)  and  Brownfield  Radio,  Inc.  (BRC). 

2.  BBC.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
portion  of  BBC's  application  reveals  that 
it  will  require  $59,500  to  construct  the 
proposed  facility  and  operate  for  three 
months,  itemized  as  follows: 


EquIpnienL . . . ; _  $24,500 

Building _ ZOOO 

Miscallaneous  and  other  coels . . - . .  18.(XX> 

Operating  costs  (three  months) _ 15.000 

Total . .  59.500 


BBC  has  failed  to  provide  a  complete 
itemization  of  cost  of  operation  for  the 
first  three  months  as  required  by  Section 
III,  Paragraph  1(b)  of  FCC  Form  301. 
Consequently,  its  costs  of  proposed 
operation  cannot  be  determined.  BBC 
plans  to  finance  construction  and 
operation  with  the  following  funds:  a 
$%,000  loan  fit)m  the  Brow^eld  State 
Bank  and  Trust  Co.  and  $24,500  in  radio 
equipment  on  hand.  However,  the  bank 
letter  fails  to  comply  with  Paragraph 
4(e)  of  Section  in  of  FCC  Form  301  in 
that  it  does  not  specify  the  interest  rate 
of  the  loan,  the  terms  of  repayment,  or 
collateral  or  security  required. 

Therefore,  only  $24,500  has  been  shown 
to  be  available  to  the  applicant. 
Accordingly,  a  financial  issue  will  be 
specified. 

3.  BRC.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
portion  of  BRC’s  application  reveals  that 
it  will  require  $39,879  to  construct  the 
proposed  facility  and  operate  for  three 
months,  itemized  as  follows: 


Equipment .  $32,679 

Miscellaneous  and  other  costs . —  1.500 

Operating  costs  (three  months) . .  5.700 

Total . .  . —  39,879 


To  meet  these  requirements  BRC 
intends  to  rely  on  $12,000  in  profits  firom 
commonly-owned  radio  station 
KICUB(AM)  and  $45,060  in  anticipated 
advertising  revenues.  However,  the 
applicant  cannot  rely  on  anticipated 
revenues.  Financial  Qualifications 
Standards  for  Aural  Broadcast 
Applicants,  69  FCC  2d  407, 43  RR  2d 
1101  (1978):  Amber  Producations  Inc., 
FCC  79-549, 46  RR  2d  448,  (1979).  Since 
the  applicant  has  shown  only  $12,000  to 
be  available,  a  limited  financial  issue 
will  be  specified. 

4.  Applicants  for  new  broadcast 
stations  are  required  by  §  73.3580(f)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  to  give  local 
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notice  of  the  filing  of  their  applications. 
They  must  then  hie  with  the 
Commission  the  statement  described  in 
§  73.3580(h]  of  the  Rules.  We  have  no 
evidence  that  BRC  published  the 
required  notice.  To  remedy  this 
deficiency,  BRC  will  be  required  to 
publish  local  notice  of  its  application,  if 
they  have  not  already  done  so,  and  to 
file  a  statement  of  publication  with  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

5.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a 
significant  difference  in  the  size  of  the 
areas  and  populations  which  would 
receive  service  from  the  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison,  the  areas  and  populations 
which  would  receive  FM  service  of  1 
mV/m  or  greater  intensity,  together  with 
the  availability  of  other  primary  aural 
services  in  such  areas,  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard 
comparative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  a  comparative 
preference  should  accrue  to  either  of  the 
applicants. 

6.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified 
below. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  with  respect  to  BBC: 

(a)  The  cost  of  operation  of  the 
proposed  station  for  the  first  three 
months; 

(b)  The  source  and  availability  of 
funds  to  meet  its  expected  costs;  and 

(c)  In  light  of  the  evidence  adduced 
pursuant  to  (a)  and  (b)  above,  whether 
the  applicant  is  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

2.  To  determine  with  respect  to  BRC: 

(a)  The  source  and  availability  of 
funds  to  meet  its  expected  costs;  and 

(b)  In  light  of  the  evidence  adduced 
pursuant  to  (a)  above  whether  the 
applicant  is  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  which,  if  either,  of  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 


8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  BRC  shall 
publish  local  notice  of  the  filing  of  its 
application  with  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  §  73.3580(h]  of  the 
Rules  and  file  a  statement  of  publication 
with  the  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportimity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
piu'suant  to  S  1.221(c]  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 
Section  311(a](2]  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  73.3594 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  give  notice 
of  the  hearing  (either  individually  or,  if 
feasible  and  consistent  with  the  Rules, 
jointly]  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  Rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the 
publication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
§  73.3594(g)  of  the  Rules. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the 
event  the  application  of  BRC  is  granted, 
it  is  subject  to  the  condition  that  if  the 
Commission  ultimately  adopts  a  rule 
prohibiting  commonly-owned  AM  and 
FM  stations  in  the  same  market,  BRC 
will  divest  itself  of  either  its  AM,  station 
or  FM  station  in  accordance  with  the  - 
requirements  established  in  such 
rulemaking  proceeding. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Larry  D.  Eads, 

Acting  Chief,  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 
Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  8B23  Filed  3-19-Bl:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


[PR  Docket  No.  81-120,  File  Nos.  42191-IB- 
65,  42192-IB-65,  and  42193-IB-65] 

Dial  Electric  &  Engineering,  Inc.,  for 
Renewal  of  Business  Radio  Station 
Licenses  KN-2705,  KII-93  and  KRK- 
603;  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  March  9, 1981. 

Released:  March  12, 1981. 

The  Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau,  has 
under  consideration  the  applications  of 
Dial  Electric  &  Engineering,  Inc.  dated 
May  7, 1980,  to  renew  the  Business 
Radio  Service  licenses  issued  to  it  on 
June  13, 1975,  for  five  terms.*  * 


'Pursuant  to  §  1.926(c]  of  the  Commission's  Rules. 
Dial  Electric  has  continuing  operating  authority  for 
Business  Radio  stations  KII-93,  KN-270S  and  KRK- 


1.  Information  before  the  Commission 
indicates  that  Dial  Electric  & 

Engineering,  Inc.,  7020  Beach  Street, 
Westminister,  Colorado  80030,  has 
operated  its  stations  in  a  manner  which 
causes  harmful  interference  to  the 
transmissions  of  other  licensees  who 
share  the  frequency  463.425  MHz  and 
468.425  MHz  with  Dial  Electric.  On 
August  16, 1979,  the  Commission’s 
Denver,  Colorado  ofiice  sent  a  Certified 
letter  to  Kenneth  Schoencke  of  Dial 
Electric  &  Engineering,  Inc.,  directing 
him  to  install  tone  control  equipment  at 
Dial  Electric’s  mobile  relay  station  KRK- 
603  within  90  days  firom  the  date  of  that 
letter  to  eliminate  the  cause  of  the 
harmful  interference,  pursuant  to 

§  90.243(c)(2)  of  the  IMvate  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service  Rules.  On  December  27, 
1979,  an  authorized  Commission 
representative  attempted  to  inspect  Dial 
Electric’s  Business  Radio  Service  station 
transmitters  and  authorizations 
pursuant  to  §  90.439  of  the  Private  Land 
Radio  Service  Rules.  This  section  states 
that  all  stations  and  records  of  stations 
should  be  made  available  for  inspection 
at  any  reasonable  time  or  any  time 
while  the  station  is  in  operation,  upon 
reasonable  request  of  an  authorized 
representative  of  the  Commission.  The 
inspection  was  refused.  However, 
information  was  obtained  during  the 
attempted  inspection  which  indicated 
that  Dial  Electric  had  failed  to  install  the 
required  tone  control  equipment  at  its 
mobile  relay  stations. 

2.  The  Commission’s  information  also 
indicates  that  Dial  Electric  installed  an 
unlicensed  mobile  relay  station  at  82nd 
and  Osceola  Streets,  Westminister, 
Colorado  and  operated  it  on  December 
27, 1979,  in  conjunction  with  Dial 
Electric’s  Business  Radio  Service 
stations,  in  wilful  violation  of  §  90.113  of 
the  Private  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service 
Rules. 

3.  The  apparent  violations  of 
December  27, 1979,  were  the  subject  of 
three  Official  Notices  of  Violation 
mailed  to  Dial  Electric  &  Engineering, 
Inc.  on  February  11, 1980. 


603  pending  detennination  of  whether  its  renewal 
applications  should  be  granted  or  denied. 

‘Dial  Electric  Tiled  an  application,  dated  May  7, 
1980,  to  renew  the  Business  Radio  Service  license 
KRK-602  issued  to  it  on  March  12, 1975,  for  a  five 
year  term.  Pursuant  to  1 1.926(c)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules,  all  applications  for  renewal  of 
a  license  must  be  made  during  the  license  term  and 
should  be  Tiled  within  90  days  but  not  later  than  30 
days  prior  to  the  end  of  the  license  term.  Dial 
Electric  failed  to  make  a  timely  and  sufTicient 
application  for  the  renewal  of  this  license, 
llierefore,  pursuant  to  §  1.958(c)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules,  Dial  Electric's  renewal 
application  for  Business  Radio  Service  KRK-602  is 
dismissed  as  defective. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


17879 


4.  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  _ 
amended,  requires  that  the  Commission 
designate  an  application  for  hearing 
where  it  cannot  find  that  grant  of  the 
application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 
Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that  Dial 
Electric's  applications  for  renewal  of  its 
Business  Radio  Service  licenses  (KN- 
2705,  KII-93,  KRK-603)  are  designated 
for  hearing  upon  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  Mobile 
Relay  station  KRK-603,  licensed  to  Dial 
Electric  &  Engineering,  Inc.,  has  been  the 
source  of  harmful  interference  to  other 
authorized  users  of  the  frequency  pair 
463.425  MHz  and  468.425  MHz  and 
whether  Dial  Electric  &  Engineering, 

Inc.,  failed  to  install  tone  control 
equipment  as  required  by  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission. 

(b)  To  determine  whether  the 
Commission  inspection  of  stations  KN- 
2705,  KII-93,  and  KRK-603  was  refused 
on  December  27, 1979,  in  wilful  violation 
of  §  90.439  of  the  Private  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service  Rules. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  Dial  Electric 
&  Engineering,  Inc.,  has  established  an 
unauthorized  Mobile  Relay  station,  in 
wilful  violation  of  §  90.113  of  the  Private 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service. 

(d)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  above,  whether  grant 
of  the  applications  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

5.  It  is  ordered,  that  if  Dial  Electric 
wants  a  hearing  on  this  matter,  it  must 
file  a  written  request  for  a  hearing 
within  20  days.  ^  If  a  hearing  is 
requested,  the  time,  place,  and  Presiding 
Judge  will  be  specified  by  subsequent 
Order.  If  Dial  Electric  waives  its  right  to 
a  hearing,  its  applications  will  be 
dismissed  with  prejudice. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  pursuant 
to  §  1.227  of  the  Commission's  Rules, 
Dial  Electric's  applications  for  renewal 
of  its  Business  Radio  Service  licenses 
(KN-2705,  KII-93,  KRK-603)  are 
consolidated  for  hearing. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  shall  be  sent  by  Certified 
Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  and  by 
Regular  Mail  to  the  licensee  at  its 
address  of  record  (as  shown  in  the 
caption). 


’The  attached  form  should  be  used  to  request  or 
waive  hearing.  It  should  be  completed  and  mailed  to 
the  Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20354.  in  the  enclosed  envelope. 


Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau. 

Raymond  A.  Kowalski, 

Chief,  Compliance  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8619  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 

[PR  Docket  No.  81-121,  et  al.] 

Robert  G.  Harkins,  et  al.;  Designating 
Applications  for  Consolidated  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 

In  the  matters  of  revocation  of  license 
of  Robert  G.  Harkins,  1895  Wild  Cat 
Court,  Cool,  California  95614,  licensee  of 
Station  WD6GRV  in  the  Amateur  Radio 
Service,  PR  Docket  No.  81-121. 
Suspension  of  license  of  Robert  G. 
Harkins,  1895  Wild  Cat  Court,  Cool, 
California  95614,  Technician  Class 
Amateur  Radio  Operator  License,  PR 
Docket  No.  81-122.  Application  of 
Robert  G.  Harkins,  1895  Wild  Cat  Court, 
Cool,  California  95614,  for  Advanced 
Class  Amateur  Radio  Operator  License, 
PR  Docket  No.  81-123. 

Adopted;  March  9, 1981. 

Released:  March  13, 1981. 

The  Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau,  has 
under  consideration  the  amateur  radio 
station  license,  WD6GRV,  and  the 
Technician  Class  Amateur  Radio 
Operator's  license  of  Robert  G.  Harkins. 
The  licenses  were  issued  February  26. 
1980,  for  a  five  year  term.  Also  under 
consideration  is  Harkins'  application  to 
upgrade  his  Technician  Class  license  to 
Advanced  Class  dated  April  23, 1980. 

1.  Information  before  the  Commission 
indicates  that  on  January  23, 1980, 
Harkins  appeared  at  the  Commission's 
District  Office  in  San  Francisco, 
California,  and  submitted  an 
Application  for  Individual  Amateur 
Radio  Station  and/or  Operator  License 
(FCC  Form  610)  for  change  of  class  of 
operators  license  from  Novice  to 
Technican  Class  in  the  name  of  Alfred 
E.  Bloch.  Harkins  then  proceeded  to  take 
the  written  portion  of  the  Commission's 
examination  (Element  3)  associated  with 
that  application.  Harkins  signed  all 
associated  Commission  examination 
papers  with  Bloch's  name  and  otherwise 
represented  to  the  Commission  that  he 
was  Bloch,  in  an  attempt  to  fraudulently 
obtain  a  Technician  Class  Amateur 
radio  operator  license  for  Bloch,  in 
wilful  violation  of  Section  97.129  of  the 
Commission's  Rules.*  The  information 
further  indicates  that  Bloch  gave 
Harkins  one  hundred  dollars  ($100.00)  to 
take  the  examination  for  him. 

'  Section  97.129  of  the  Commission's  rules  states 
that  “|n|o  licensed  radio  operator  or  other  person 
shall  obtain  or  attempt  to  obtain,  or  assist  another 
to  obtain  or  attempt  to  obtain,  an  operator  license 
by  fraudulent  means." 


2.  On  April  23, 1980,  Harkins  was 
issued  an  Interim  Amateur  Permit  (FCC 
Form  660-B)  authorizing  him  Advanced 
Class  privileges,  based  upon  his 
successful  completion  of  the  elements 
required  to  upgrade  his  Technical  Class 
license.  On  April  29, 1980,  that  Permit 
was  set  aside  by  the  Commission's  San 
Francisco  Field  Office. 

3.  Harkins’  application  for  an 
Advanced  Class  Amateur  Operator's 
license  was  granted  on  June  17, 1980. 

This  grant  was  set  aside  on  July  11, 1980, 
pursuant  to  §  1.113(a)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  and  Harkins’ 
application  reverted  to  pending  status. 

4.  Section  312(a)(4)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  provides  that  radio  station 
licenses  may  be  revoked  for  wilful 
violation  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
Section  303(M)(1)(F)  of  the  same  act 
provides  that  an  operator  license  may 
be  suspended  upon  proof  sufficient  to 
satisfy  the  Commission  that  the  licensee 
has  assisted  another  to  obtain  or 
attempt  to  obtain  an  operator’s  license 
by  fraudulent  means.  Accordingly,  it  is 
ordered  that  Harkins  SHOW  CAUSE 
why  the  license  for  Amateur  radio 
station  WD6GRV  should  not  be  revoked, 
and  that  Harkins’  Technician  Class 
Amateur  radio  operator's  license  IS 
SUSPENDED  for  the  remainder  of  the 
license  term.  The  suspension  will  be 
held  in  abeyance  if  Harkins  requests  a 
hearing  or  submits  a  written  statement 
for  consideration. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Harkins’ 
application  for  an  Advanced  Class 
Operator's  license  is  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  specified  below. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  Harkins 
desires  a  hearing  on  the  revocation, 
suspension  and/or  application  matters, 
he  must  file  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  within  30  days  of  his  receipt  of 
this  Order.®  ^If  a  hearing  is  requested, 
the  time,  place,  and  Presiding  Judge  will 
be  specified  by  subsequent  order. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  Harkins 
waives  his  right  to  a  hearing  on  the 
revocation  and/or  the  suspension 
matters,  those  matters  will  be  certified 
to  the  Commission  for  administrative 
disposition  pursuant  to  §  1.92(c)  of  the 
Rules.®  If  Harkins  does  not  file  a  written 
appearance  in  triplicate  on  the 
application  matter,  as  required  by 

’Any  contrary  provisions  of  S  1.85  of  the  Rules 
are  waived. 

’Any  contrary  provisions  of  5§  1,85  and  1.221(c) 
of  the  Rules  are  waived. 

*The  enclosed  form  should  be  used  to  request  or 
waive  hearing,  it  should  be  returned  to  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission.  Washington.  D.C. 
20554. 

’Any  contrary  provisions  of  §  1.85  of  the  Rules 
are  waived. 


17880 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


§  1.221(c)  of  the  Rules,  within  30  days  of 
his  receipt  of  this  Order,  the  application 
will  be  dismissed  with  prejudice 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c).^ 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
revocation,  suspension,  and  application 
proceedings  are  consolidated  for  hearing 
pursuant  to  §  1.227  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  shall  be  resolved  upon  the 
following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  Harkins  assisted 
Alfred  E.  Bloch  to  fraudulently  obtain  or 
attempt  to  obtain  a  Technician  Class 
Amateur  radio  operator  license  in  wilful 
violation  of  Section  97.129  of  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

(b)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  issue  (a),  whether 
Robert  G.  Harkins  has  the  requisite 
qualifications  to  remain  a  Commission 
licensee. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  the  license  for 
Amateur  radio  station  WD6GRV  should  be 
revoked. 

(d)  To  determine  whether  the  suspension 
order  for  Harkins'  Technician  Class  Amateur 
radio  operator's  license  should  be  affirmed, 
modified  or  dismissed. 

(e)  To  determine  whether  the  grant  of 
Harkins'  application  for  an  Advanced  Class 
Amateur  radio  operators  license  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
proceedings  in  this  case  shall  be 
consolidated  with  the  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  ALFRED  E.  BLOCH  (PR 
DOCKET  NOS.  81-124,  81-125,  81-126 
and  81-127),  pursuant  to  §  1.227  of  the 
Rules. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  Order  shall  be  sent  by  Certified 
Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  and  by 
Regular  Mail  to  the  licensee  at  his 
address  of  record  (as  shown  in  the 
caption). 

Chief,  Private  Radio  Bureau. 

Raymond  A.  Kowalski, 

Chief  Compliance  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-S620  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 


[Report  No.  1275] 

Petitions  for  Reconsideration  of 
Actions  in  Rule  Making  Proceedings 

March  16, 1981. 

The  following  listings  of  petitions  for 
reconsideration  filed  in  Commission 
rulemaking  proceedings  is  published 
pursuant  to  47  C.F.R.  1.429(e). 
Oppositions  to  such  petitions  for 
reconsideration  must  be  Hied  within  15 


‘Any  contrary  provisions  of  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Rules  are  waived. 


days  after  publication  of  this  Public 
Notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  Replies  to 
an  opposition  must  be  filed  within  10 
days  after  the  time  for  Hling  oppositions 
has  expired. 

Subject:  Changes  in  the  Rules  Relating 
to  Noncommercial  Educational  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Docket  No.  20735, 
RM-1974  and  RM-2655.) 

Filed  by:  Donald  Martin  and  Marc  F. 

G.  Giattini,  Attorneys  for  National 
Public  Radio  on  3-5-81. 

Subject:  Amendment  of  Part  31 
(Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for  Class 
A  and  Class  B  Telephone  Companies)  so 
as  to  permit  depreciable  property  to  be 
placed  in  groups  comprised  of  units  with 
expected  equal  life  for  depreciation 
under  the  straight-line  method.  (Docket 
No.  20188.) 

Filed  by:  Paul  Rodgers,  Charles  D. 
Gray  &  Deborah  A.  Dupont,  Attorneys 
for  National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners  on  2-26-81. 

Subject:  An  Inquiry  into  the  Future 
Role  of  Low-Power  Television 
Broadcasting  and  Television  Translators 
in  the  National  Telecommunications 
System.  (BC  Docket  No.  78-253.) 

James  A.  McKenna,  Jr.,  Thomas  N. 
Frohock  &  R.  Michael  Senkowski, 
Attorneys  for  Broadcast  Licensees 
(Birmingham  Television  Corporation 
(WBMG-TV),  et  al.)  on  2-17-80. 

Subject:  Amendment  of  Section 
73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Columbia, 
Jamestown  and  Smith  Grove,  Kentucky) 
(BC  Docket  No.  80-75,  RM-3298.) 

Filed  by:  Charles  M.  Anderson  and  J. 
Barry  Williams  on  2-27-81. 

Subject:  Amendment  of  Section 
73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Bountiful, 
Centerville  and  West  Jordan,  Utah,  and 
Rock  Springs,  Wyoming)  (BC  Docket  No. 
80-95,  RM-3117,  RM-3165  and  RM- 
3204.) 

Filed  by:  George  H.  Shapiro  and 
Thomas  Pace,  Attorneys  for  General 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  on  3-2-81. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8618  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

(Docket  No.  1;  FEMA-REP-6-AR-1] 

Arkansas;  Radiological  Emergency 
Plans 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 


action:  Notice  of  Receipt  of  Plans.  . 

SUMMARY:  iTiis  is  a  notice  that  the  State 
of  Arkansas  has  submitted  Radiological 
Emergency  Plans  to  the  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency  for 
review  and  approval.  The  plans  include 
Annex  “V”  to  the  “Arkansas  Emergency 
Operations  Plan”  and  appropriate  plans 
for  those  counties  located  near  the 
Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company’s 
Arkansas  Nuclear  One  generating 
facility. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Dale  Milford,  Regional  Director, 
FEMA  Region  VI,  Federal  Center, 

Denton,  Texas  76201— (817)  387-5811.* 

notice:  This  provides  notice  in 
accordance  with  44  CFR  Part  350.8  of  the 
FEMA  Proposed  Rule,  “Review  and 
Approval  of  State  and  Local 
Radiological  Emergency  Plans  and 
Preparedness”,  44  FR  42341,  that  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Region  VI  Office,  received  on 
January  6, 1981  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas,  Radiological  Emergency 
Plans  for  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

These  plans  include  “Annex  ‘V’  to  the 
Arkansas  Emergency  Operations  Plan, 
'Radiological  Emergency  Response  Plan 
for  Nuclear  Power  Reactors’ 

Attachment  No.  14,  “Pope  Coimty 
Radiological  Response  Plan”; 

Attachment  No.  15,  “Johnson  County 
Radiological  Response  Plan”; 

Attachment  No.  16.  “Yell  County 
Radiological  Response  Plan”  and 
Attachment  No.  17,  “Logan  County 
Radiological  Response  Plan.” 

Copies  of  these  plans  are  available  for 
review  and  copying  at  the  FEMA  Region 
VI  Office. 

Copies  will  be  made  available  upon 
request  in  accordance  with  the  fee 
schedule  for  FEMA  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  requests.  This  schedule 
which  covers  exemptions  from  the  fee,  is 
set  forth  in  Subpart  C  of  44  CFR  Part  5. 
Reproduction  fees  are  $0.10  a  page  for 
this  document.  There  are  in  excess  of 
400  pages  in  the  document,  excluding. 
Standing  Operating  Procedures.  (As  the 
cost  will  be  over  $25.00,  the  fee  is  to  be 
paid  in  advance.) 

Comments  on  the  plans  may  be 
submitted  in  writing  to  Mr.  Dale  Milford, 
Regional  Director,  at  the  above  address 
within  thirty  days. 

FEMA  Proposed  Regulation  44  CFR 
350.10  calls  for  a  public  meeting  in 
advance  of  FEMA  approval.  Public 
meetings  will  be  conducted  in  each  of 
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the  four  subject  counties  prior  to  FEMA 
approval. 

Dale  Milford, 

Regional  Director.  , 

February  3, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-8564  Filed  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  671S-01-M 


[Docket  FEMA-REP-4-SC-1] 

South  Carolina  Radiological 
Emergency  Response  Plan 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Notice  of  receipt  of  plan. 

SUMMARY:  For  continued  operation  of 
nuclear  power  plants,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  requires 
approved  licensee  and  State  and  local 
governments’  radiological  emergency 
response  plans.  Since  FEMA  has  a 
responsibility  for  reviewing  the  State 
and  local  government  plans,  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  has  submitted  its 
radiological  emergency  plans  to  the 
FEMA  Regional  office.  'These  plans 
support  nuclear  power  plants  which 
impact  on  South  Carolina  and  include 
those  of  local  governments  near  the 
Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company’s 
H.  B.  Robinson  Plant  located  in 
Darlington  County,  South  Carolina. 
date:  Plans  Received:  February  18, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harris  M.  Pope,  Acting  Regional 
Director,  FEMA  Region  IV,  1375 
Peachtree  Street,  NW.  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30309,  (404)  881-2400,  or  (912)  226-1761. 

Notice:  In  support  of  the  Federal 
requirement  for  emergency  response 
plans,  FEMA  has  proposed  a  Rule 
describing  its  procedures  for  review  and 
approval  of  State  and  local 
government’s  radiological  emergency 
response  plans.  Pursuant  to  this 
proposed  FEMA  Rule  (44  CFR  Part 
350.8),  "Review  and  Approval  of  State 
Radiological  Emergency  Plans  and 
Preparedness,"  45  FR  52341,  the  State 
Radiological  Emergency  Response  Plan 
for  the  State  of  South  Carolina  was 
received  by  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  Region  IV  Office. 

Included  are  plans  for  local 
governments  which  are  wholly  or 
partially  within  the  plume  exposure 
pathway  emergency  planning  zones  of 
the  nuclear  plants.  For  the  H.  B. 
Robinson  Plant,  plans  are  included  for 
Darlington,  Lee,  and  Chesterfield 
Counties. 

Copies  of  the  Plan  are  available  for 
review  at  the  FEMA  Region  IV  Office,  or 
they  will  be  made  available  upon 
request  in  accordance  with  the  fee 
schedule  for  FEMA  Freedom  of 


Information  Act  requests,  as  set  out  in 
subpart  C  of  44  CFR  Part  5.  There  are 
1,676  pages  in  the  document; 
reproduction  fees  ar  $.10  a  page  payable 
with  the  request  for  copy. 

Comments  on  the  Plan  may  be 
submitted  in  writing  to  Mr.  Harris  M. 
Pope,  Acting  Regional  Director,  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981. 

FEMA  proposed  Rule  44  CFR  350.10 
also  calls  for  a  public  meeting  prior  to 
approval  of  the  plans.  Details  of  this 
meeting  will  be  announced  in  The 
Charlotte  Observer.  The  Florence 
Morning  News,  The  State,  The 
Hartsville  Messenger,  Darlington  News. 
The  Chesterfield  Advertiser,  and  The 
Lee  County  Messenger  at  least  two 
weeks  prior  to  the  scheduled  meeting. 
Local  radio  and  television  stations 
be  requested  to  announce  the  meeting. 
Harris  M.  Pope, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

March  10, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8588  Filed  3-19-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6718-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreements  Nos.  T-3956,  T-3957  and 
10412] 

Availability  of  Rndings  of  No 
Significant  Environmental  Impact 

Having  completed  environmental 
assessments,  ffie  Commission's  Office  of 
Energy  and  Environmental  Impact  has 
determined  that  the  Commission’s 
decisions  on  the  proposed  actions  listed 
below  will  not  constitute  major  Federal 
actions  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  ffie 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969, 42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq., 
and  ffiat  preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements  is  not  required. 

Agreement  No.  T-3956,  between 
Georgia  Ports  Authority  and  Moller 
Steamship  Co.,  which  covers  the  use  of 
certain  paved  premises  within  the 
Container  Central,  Garden  City 
Terminal. 

Agreement  No.  T-3957,  a 
containership  terminal  agreement 
between  the  Port  of  Oakland  and 
Neptune  Orient  Lines,  Ltd.,  covering  the 
use  of  a  berth,  a  wharf  and  loading 
cranes. 

Agreement  No.  10412,  through  which 
Farrell  Lines,  Inc.,  will  charter  space 
onboard  its  vessels  sailing  from  the 
Ivory  Coast  to  the  U.S.  to  Society 
Ivoivienne  de  Transport  Maritime  on  a 
space  available  basis. 

The  Findings  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSIs)  will  become  final  within  20 


days  unless  petitions  for  review  are  filed 
pursuant  to  46  CFR  547.6(b). 

The  FONSIs  and  related  assessments 
are  available  for  inspection  on  request 
from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Room 
11101,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  telephone  (202) 
523-5725. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  n-8534  Filed  3-19-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6730-01-M 


[Agreement  No.  10041-8;  Arndt  No.  8] 

Peru  Pooling  Agreement;  Availability 
of  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Upon  completion  of  an  assessment 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission’s 
Office  of  Energy  and  Environmental 
Impact  has  determined  that  the 
Commission’s  decision  on  Agreement 
No.  10041-8  will  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  the  National 
Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of  1969, 42 
U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and  that  preparation 
of  an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  required.  Under  U.S.  Atlantic/Peru 
Pooling  Agreement  No.  10041-8,  Delta 
Steamship  Lines,  Inc.,  a  U.S.  national 
flag  line  member,  and  Compania 
Peruana  deVapores,  a  Peruvian 
government-controlled  flag  line  member, 
would  increase  their  annual  number  of 
minimum  sailings  ihom  15  to  19. 

This  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  within  10 
days  unless  a  petition  for  review  is  filed 
pursuant  to  46  CFR  547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  environmental 
assessment  are  available  for  inspection 
on  request  frtim  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  telephone 
(202)  523-5725. 

Joseph  C  Polking. 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8535  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  S730-«1-H 


FEDERAL  PREVAIUNG  RATE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Open  Committee  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L  92-463),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  meetings  of  the  Federal 
Prevailing  Rate  Advisory  Committee 
vinll  be  held  on: 

Thursday,  April  2. 1981 
Thursday.  April  9, 1981 
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Thursday.  April  16, 1981 
Thursday,  April  23, 1981 
Thursday,  April  30, 1981 

These  meetings  will  convene  at  10 
a.m.,  and  will  be  held  in  Room  5A06A, 
OfHce  of  Personnel  Management 
Building,  1900  E  Street,  NW, 

Washington,  D.C, 

The  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Advisory 
Committee  is  composed  of  a  Chairman, 
representatives  of  five  labor  unions 
holding  exclusive  bargaining  rights  for 
Federal  blue-collar  employees,  and 
representatives  of  five  Federal  agencies. 
Entitlement  to  membership  of  the 
Committee  is  provided  for  in  5  U.S.C. 
5347. 

The  Committee’s  primary 
responsibility  is  to  review  the  prevailing 
rate  system  and  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  establishment  of  prevailing  rates 
)  imder  subchapter  IV,  chapter  53,  5 
U.S.C.,  as  amended,  and  horn  time  to 
time  advise  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  thereon. 

These  scheduled  meetings  will 
convene  in  open  session  with  both  labor 
and  management  representatives 
attending.  During  the  meeting  either  the 
labor  members  or  the  management 
members  may  caucus  separately  with 
the  Chairman  to  devise  strategy  and 
formulate  positions.  Premature 
disclosure  of  the  matters  discussed  in 
these  caucuses  would  impair  to  an 
unacceptable  degree  the  ability  of  the 
Committee  to  reach  a  consensus  on  the 
matters  being  considered  and  disrupt 
substantially  the  disposition  of  its 
business.  Therefore,  these  caucuses  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  the  basis  of  a 
detennination  made  by  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L  92-463]  and  5  U.S.C.,  section 
552b(c)(9)(B).  These  caucuses  may, 
depending  on  the  issues  involved, 
constitute  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
meeting. 

Annually,  the  Committee  publishes  for 
the  Ofiice  of  Personnel  Management,  the 
President,  and  Congress  a 
comprehensive  report  of  pay  issues 
discussed,  concluded  recommendations 
thereon,  and  related  activities.  These 
reports  are  also  available  to  the  public, 
upon  written  request  to  the  Committee 
Secretary. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
submit  material  in  writing  to  the 
Chairman  concerning  Federal  Wage 
System  pay  matters  felt  to  be  deserving 
of  the  Committee’s  attention.  Additional 
information  concerning  these  meetings 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Committee  Secretary,  Federal  Prevailing 
Rate  Advisory  Committee,  Room  1340, 


1900  E  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20415  (202-632-9710). 

Jerome  H.  Ross, 

Chairman,  Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Adviaary 
Committee. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8552  Filed  5-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6325-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

ABC  Holding  Co.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

ABC  Holding  Company,  Moultrie, 
Georgia,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(l])  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  American 
Banking  Company,  Moultrie,  Georgia. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  12, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  13, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8598  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Banco  Cafetero  international  Corp.; 
Corporation  To  Do  Business  Under 
Section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act 

An  application  has  been  submitted  for 
the  Board’s  approval  of  the  organization 
of  a  corporation  to  do  business  under 
section  25(a]  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
(“Edge  Corporation’’),  to  be  known  as 
Banco  Cafetero  International 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York. 
Banco  Cafetero  International 
Corporation  would  operate  as  a 
subsidiary  of  Banco  Cafetero,  Bogota, 
Columbia.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  211.4(a]  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  K  (12  CFR  211.4(a]]. 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  12, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  13, 1981. 

Jefierson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8599  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bovey  Financial  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Bovey  Financial  Corporation,  Bovey, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a](l])  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  83  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank,  Bovey,  Minnesota.  ’The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Miimeapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  April 
15, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  16, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8682  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


DeWitt  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

DeWitt  Bancorp,  Inc.,  DeWitt,  Iowa, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
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Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(l])  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  DeWitt  Bank  &  Trust 
Co.,  DeWitt,  Iowa.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c]  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  16, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  17, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8683  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BiLUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


Financial  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Financial  Bancshares,  Inc.,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  .a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  50  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Chippewa 
Bank,  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  50  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Citizens  Bank  of  Dexter,  Dexter, 
Missouri.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  16, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  17, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8684  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

8IUJNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Firstmark,  Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Firstmark,  Inc.,  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100  per 
cent,  less  directors’  qualifying  shares,  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  First  National 
Bank  of  Allentown,  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  April 
12, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  speciHcally  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  13, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8600  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Oak  Hill  Financial,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Oak  Hill  Financial,  Inc.,  Oak  Hill, 
Ohio,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  81.9  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Oak  Hill 
Savings  Bank  Company,  Oak  Hill,  Ohio. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  April 
16, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 


application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  speciHcally  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  17, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8685  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Pan  American  Bank  International; 
Corporation  To  Do  Business  Under 
Section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act 

An  application  has  been  submitted  for 
the  Board’s  approval  of  the  organization 
of  a  corporation  to  do  business  under 
section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
(“Edge  Corporation"),  to  be  known  as 
Pan  American  Bank  International, 
Miami,  Florida.  Pan  American  Bank 
International  would  operate  as  a 
subsidiary  of  Pan  American  Bank,  N-A., 
Miami,  Florida.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  K  (12  CFR  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  12, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  13, 1981. 

Jefferson  A  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8801  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Seafirst  Corp.;  Proposed  Acquisition 
of  Seafirst  Payment  Services  Corp. 

SeaHrst  Corporation,  Seattle, 
Washington,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
section  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  BoaM’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for 
permission  to  acquire  voting  shares  of 
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Seafirst  Payment  Services  Corporation, 
Seattle,  Washington. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  issuing  travelers  checks 
which  would  be  sold  to  the  public  by 
applicant’s  banking  subsidiary,  Seattle 
First  National  Bank,  Seattle, 

Washington,  and  through  other  agents. 
These  activities  would  be  performed 
from  offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in 
Seattle,  Washington,  and  the  geographic 
areas  to  be  served  are  the  States  of 
Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Colorado  and  Alaska. 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsoimd  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  April  15, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  16, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8887  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  621(M)1-M 

Schmid  Bros.  Investment  Co.,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Schmid  Brothers  Investment 
Company,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to 
acquire  22.9  per  cent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Financial  Bancshares, 
Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  16, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  17, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8686  Filed  3-19-81: 845  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Suburban  Bankshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Suburban  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Austell, 
Georgia,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  Citizens  and 
Southern  Bank  of  Cobb  County,  Austell, 
Georgia.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  16, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  17, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8688  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 

Woodland  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Woodland  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 


Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  98  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Woodland 
Bank,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma.  'The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  12, 1981. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identif3dng  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  13, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8602  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

Bank  Holding  Company;  Notice  of 
Proprosed  de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  company  listed  in 
this  notice  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  the  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interesL 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
comment  on  the  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute, 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing,  and  indicating 
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how  the  party  commenting  would  be 
aggrieved  by  approval  of  that  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  the  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
April  15, 1981, 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  afNew  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (mortgage  banking 
and  related  lending  and  insurance 
activities;  Pennsylvania):  to  engage, 
through  its  subsidiary.  Chase  Home 
Mortgage  Corporation,  in  the  following 
activities;  to  make  or  acquire,  for  its 
own  account  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  secured  by  real  estate,  including 
but  limited  to,  Hrst  and  second  mortgage 
loans  secured  by  mortgages  on  one-to- 
four  family  residential  properties;  to 
service  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  for  any  person;  to  sell  mortgage 
loans  in  the  secondary  market;  and  to 
offer  mortgage  term  life  insurance, 
accident  and  health  insurance  and 
disability  insurance  directly  related  to 
such  lending  and  servicing  activities. 
These  activities  will  be  conducted  from 
an  office  of  Chase  Home  Mortgage 
Corporation  located  in  Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania,  serving  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  16, 1981. 

)efferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8681  Filed  3-1S-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  80N-0520] 

Aflatoxin-Contaminated  Corn;  Limited 
Exemptions  From  Prohibition  of 
Interstate  Shipment  and  Blending 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-2604  appearing  at  page 
7447  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  January  23, 
1981,  on  page  7448,  third  column, 
paragraph  numbered  11,  tenth  line, 
insert  “of  all”  after  “average”;  and  in  the 


eleventh  line,  “analysis”  should  read 
“analyses”. 

BILUNG  CODE  1S05-01-M 


[Docket  No.  800^278] 

Single-Entity  Barbiturates;  Class 
Labeling  Guidance 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-35842,  published  at  page 
76356,  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 

November  18, 1980,  make  the  following 
corrections: 

1.  On  page  76357,  first  colunm,  the 
fourth  entry  now  reading  “Methbarbital 
(oral)”  should  read  “Metharbital  (oral)”. 

2.  The  fifth  entry  should  read 
“Pentobarbital  (oral)”.  The  remainder  of 
the  entry  should  begin  on  a  new  line, 
with  the  word  “Pentobarbital”  inserted 
before  the  word  “sodium”. 

3.  On  page  76363,  third  column,  in  the 
second  line  “60  mg”  should  read  “600 
mg”. 

4.  On  page  76364,  second  column, 
second  full  paragraph,  in  the  third  line 
from  the  end  of  the  paragraph  “15  to  29 
mg/kg”  should  read  “1,5  to  20  mg/kg”. 

5.  On  page  76366,  Hrst  column.  Item 
27,  in  the  second  line,  the  word 
“Macromolecles”  should  read 
“Macromolecules”. 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 


[Docket  No.  76F-0374] 

American  Cyanamid  C04  Withdrawal  of 
Petition  for  Food  Additives 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  aimounces  the 
withdrawal  without  prejudice  of  a 
petition  proposing  that  §  178.3400 
Emulsifiers  and/or  surface-active 
agents  (21  CFR  178.3400)  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  disodium  4- 
isodecyl  sulfosuccinate;  sulfosuccinic 
acid  4-ester  with  polyethylene  glycol 
dodecyl  ether  disodium  salt;  and 
sulfosuccinic  acid  4-ester  with 
polyethylene  glycol  nonylphenyl  ether 
disodium  sale  as  emulsifiers  and/or 
surface-active  agents  intended  for  food- 
contact  use. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  L.  Giannetta,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b),  72  Stat.  1785  (21  U.S.C. 
348(b))),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 


In  accordance  with  §  171.7 
Withdrawal  of  petition  without 
prejudice  of  the  procedural  food 
additive  regulations  (21  CFR  171.7), 
American  Cyanamid  Co.,  Wayne,  NJ 
07470,  has  withdrawn  its  petition  (FAP 
6B3182),  notice  of  which  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  September  29, 
1976  (41  FR  42969). 

Dated:  March  9, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8223  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81F-0052] 

Coconut  Products  Corp4  Filing  of 
Food  Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  aimounces  that 
the  Coconut  Products  Corp.  has  filed  a 
petition  proposing  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  sorbitan  monostearate 
and  polysorbate  60  as  emulsifiers  to  be 
used  in  preparation  of  coconut  milk 
drink. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Andrew  D.  Laumbach,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP  OA3532)  has  been  Hied  by 
the  Coconut  Products  Corp.,  779  Kii  St., 
Honolulu,  HI  96825,  proposing  that 
§  172.842  Sorbitan  monostearate  (21 
CFR  172.842)  and  §  172.836  Polysorbate 
60  (21  CFR  172.836)  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  sorbitan 
monostearate  and  polysorbate  60  as 
emulsifiers  in  preparation  of  coconut 
milk  drink. 

The  agency  has  carefully  considered 
the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
this  action  and  has  concluded  that  the 
action  will  not  have  a  signiHcant  impact 
on  the  human  environment  and  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required.  The  agency's  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  and  its  environmental 
assessment  may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (formerly  the 
Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  • 


17886 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


Dated:  March  9, 1981. 
Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-6222  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81F-0037] 

Huntington  Labs.,  Inc.,  Filing  of  Food 
Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  announces  that 
Huntington  Labs.,  Inc.,  has  filed  a 
petition  proposing  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  ammended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  ethyl  alcohol  as  a 
substitute  for  isopropyl  alcohol  as  a 
component  of  a  sanitizing  solution  used 
on  food-processing  equipment  and 
utensils. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  B.  Lamb,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
334),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St.  SW.,  Washington.  DC  20204,  202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5])),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP 1H3544)  has  been  filed  by 
Huntington  Labs.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  710, 
Huntington,  IN  46750,  proposing  that 
§  178.1010  Sanitizing  solutions  (21  CFR 
178.1010)  be  amended  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  ethyl  alcohol  as  a  substitute 
for  isopropyl  alcohol  as  a  component  of 
a  sanitizing  solution  used  on  food¬ 
processing  equipment  and  utensils. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c)  (proposed  December  11, 
1979;  44  FR  71742). 

Sanford  A  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8220  Filed  3-10-81;  8>IS  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  77F-00931 

Kay  Chemical  Co.;  Withdrawal  of 
Petition  for  Food  Additives 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  annoimces  the 
withdrawal  without  prejudice  of  the 
petition  (FAP  7H3298)  proposing  the  safe 
use  of  a  certain  aqueous  solution  as  a 
sanitizing  solution  on  food-contact 
surfaces. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

James  B.  Lamb,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
334),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St.  SW..  Washington.  DC  20204,  202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b).  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C. 
348(b))),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

In  accordance  with  §  171.7 
Withdrawal  of  petition  without 
prejudice  of  the  procedural  food 
additive  regulations  (21  CFR  171.7),  Kay 
Chemical  Co.,  300  Swing  Rd., 
Greensboro,  NC  27409,  has  withdrawn 
its  petition  (FAP  7H3298),  notice  of 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  6. 1977  (42  FR  23170) 
proposing  that  §  178.1010  Sanitizing 
solutions  (21  CFR  178.1010)  be  amended 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  an  aqueous 
solution  containing  sodium 
dichloroisocyanurate, 
dodecylbenzenesulfonic  acid,  and  a- 
hydro-omega-hydroxypoly 
(oxyethylene)/poly  (oxypropylene)  (27- 
31  moles)/poly  (oxyethylene)  block 
copolymers,  average  molecular  weight 
2,000,  as  a  sanitizing  solution  on  food¬ 
processing  equipment  and  utensils  and 
on  food-contact  surfaces  in  public  eating 
places. 

Dated:  March  9, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8225  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81F-002S] 

Monsanto  Co.;  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  the 
Monsanto  Co.  has  filed  a  petition 
proposing  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  polyamaine- 
epichlorohydrin  resin  as  a  wet  strength 
agent  for  use  in  paper  and  paperboard 
that  contact  foods. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  B.  Lamb,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
334),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 


Act  (sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP  8B3419)  has  been  filed  by 
Monsanto  Co.,  800  N.  Lindbergh  Blvd., 

St.  Louis,  MO  63166,  proposing  that  Part 
176  (21  Part  176)  of  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  polyamine- 
epichlorohydrin  resin  as  a  wet  strength 
agent  in  paper  and  paperboard  that 
contact  foods. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  the 
agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
publishing  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c)  (proposed  December  11, 
1979;  44  FR  71742). 

Dated:  March  9, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8221  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81F-0051] 

3M  Co.;  Filing  of  Food  Additive  Petition 
agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  that 
the  3M  Co.  has  filed  a  petition  proposing 
that  the  food  additive  regulations  be 
amended  to  provide  for  Uie  safe  use  of 
poly  (vinyl  acetate /vinyl  N- 
octadecylcarbamate)  as  a  release  agent 
for  pressure-sensitive  adhesive  tapes 
intended  for  use  in  contact  with  food. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Julia  L.  Ho,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF-334), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200  C  St. 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472- 
5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP  1B3539)  has  been  filed  by 
the  3M  Co.,  3M  Center,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55101,  proposing  that  Part  175  (21  CFR 
Part  175)  of  the  food  additive  regulations 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  poly(vinyl  acetate/vinyl  N- 
octadecylcarbamate)  as  a  release  agent 
for  pressure-sensitive  adhesive  tapes 
intended  to  contact  food. 

The  agency  has  carefully  considered 
the  potential  environmental  effects  of 
this  proposed  action  and  has  concluded 
that  the  action  will  not  have  a 
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signiHcant  impact  on  the  human 
environment  and  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required.  The 
agency’s  hnding  of  no  signiHcant  impact 
and  the  evidence  supporting  that 
document  may  be  seen  in  the  office  of 
the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(formerly  the  Hearing  Clerk's  office) 
{HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  between  9 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated;  March  9, 1981. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8224  Filed  3-1»-ei:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81M-0067] 

Alcon  Laboratories,  Inc.;  Premarket 
Approval  of  Alcon®  Soft  (Hydrophilic) 
Contact  Lens  Thermal  Disinfection 
System 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  its 
approval  of  the  application  for 
premarket  approval  under  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  of  the 
Alcon®  Soft  (Hydrophilic)  Contact  Lens 
Thermal  Disinfection  System,  sponsored 
by  Alcon  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Fort  Worth, 
TX.  After  reviewing  the 
recommendation  of  the  Ophthalmic 
Device  Section  of  the  Ophthalmic;  Ear. 
Nose,  and  Throat;  and  Dental  Devices 
Panel,  FDA  notiHed  the  sponsor  that  the 
application  was  approved  because  the 
device  has  been  shown  to  be  safe  and 
effective  for  use  as  recommended  in  the 
submitted  labeling. 
date:  petitions  for  administrative 
review  by  April  20, 1981, 

ADDRESS:  Requests  for  copies  of  the 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  petitions  for  administrative 
review  may  be  sent  to  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (formerly  the 
Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  Goldstein,  Bureau  of  Medical 
Devices  (HFK-402),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  8757  Georgia  Ave., 
Silver  Spring,  MD  20910,  301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
6, 1980,  Alcon  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  submitted  to  FDA  an 
application  for  premarket  approval  of 
the  Alcon®  Soft  (Hydrophilic)  Contact 
Lens  Thermal  Disinfection  System.  The 
application  was  reviewed  by  the 
Ophthalmic  Device  Section  of  the 


Ophthalmic;  Ear,  Nose,  and  Throat;  and 
Dental  Devices  Panel,  an  FDA  advisory 
committee,  which  recommended 
approval  of  the  application.  On 
February  23, 1981,  FDA  approved  the 
application  by  a  letter  to  the  sponsor 
from  the  Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Medical  Devices. 

Before  enactment  of  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  (the 
amendments)  (Pub.  L  94-295, 90  Stat. 
539-583),  soft  contact  lens  solutions 
were  regulated  as  new  drugs.  Because 
the  amendments  broadened  the 
detinition  of  the  term  "device”  in  section 
201(h)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (the  act)  (21  U.S.C.  321(h)), 
soft  contact  lens  solutions  are  now 
regulated  as  class  III  devices  (premarket 
approval).  As  FDA  explained  in  a  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  16, 1977  (42  FR  63472),  the 
amendments  provide  transitional 
provisions  to  ensure  continuation  of 
premarket  approval  requirements  for 
class  III  devices  formerly  regulated  as 
new  drugs.  Furthermore,  FDA  requires, 
as  a  condition  to  approval,  that  sponsors 
of  applications  for  premarket  approval 
of  soft  contact  lenses  or  solutions 
comply  with  the  records  and  reports 
provisions  of  Part  310  (21  CFR  Part  310). 
Subpart  D,  until  these  provisions  are 
replaced  by  similar  requirements  under 
the  amendments. 

A  summary  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  on  which  FDA’s 
approval  is  based  is  on  file  in  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (address 
above)  and  is  available  upon  request 
from  that  office.  Requests  should  be 
identified  by  the  name  of  the  device  and 
the  docket  number  found  in  brackets  in 
the  heading  of  this  document. 

The  Alcon®  Soft  (Hydrophilic) 
Contact  Lens  Thermal  Disinfection 
System  is  designed  for  cleaning,  rinsing, 
disinfecting  and  storing  soft 
(hydrophilic)  contact  lenses.  Sponsors  of 
any  soft  (hydrophilic)  contact  lenses 
that  have  been  approved  for  marketing 
are  advised  that  whenever  FDA 
publishes  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  the  agency’s  approval  of  a 
new  solution  for  use  with  an  approved 
soft  contact  lens,  the  sponsor  of  each 
lens  shall  correct  its  labeling  to  refer  to 
the  new  solution,  at  the  next  printing  or 
at  such  other  time  as  FDA  prescribes  by 
letter  to  the  sponsor.  A  sponsor  who 
fails  to  update  the  restrictive  labeling 
may  violate  the  misbranding  provisions 
of  section  502  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  352) 
as  well  as  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  (15  U.S.C.  41-58),  as 
amended  by  the  Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty-Federal  Trade  Commission 
Improvement  Act  (Pub.  L  93-637). 


Furthermore,  failure  to  update  the 
restrictive  labeling  to  refer  to  new 
solutions  that  may  be  used  with  an 
approved  lens  may  be  grounds  for 
withdrawing  approval  of  the  application 
for  the  lens,  imder  section  515(e)(1)(F)  of 
the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(e)(l)(F)). 

Opportunity  For  Administrative  Review 

Section  515(d)(3)  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3))  authorizes  any  interested 
person  to  petition,  under  section  515(g) 
of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(g))  for 
administrative  review  of  FDA's  decision 
to  approve  this  application.  A  petitioner 
may  request  either  a  formal  hearing 
imder  Part  12  (21  CFR  Part  12)  of  FDA’s 
administrative  practices  and  procedures 
regulations  or  a  review  of  the 
application  and  FDA’s  action  by  an 
independent  advisory  committee  of 
experts.  A  petition  is  to  be  in  the  form  of 
a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  FDA 
action  under  §  10.33(b)  (21  CFR  10.33(b)). 
A  petitioner  shall  identify  the  form  of 
review  requested  (hearing  or 
independent  advisory  committee)  and 
shall  submit  with  the  petition  supporting 
data  and  information  showing  that  there 
is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
material  fact  for  resolution  through 
administrative  review.  After  reviewing 
the  petition,  FDA  will  decide  to  grant  or 
deny  the  petition  and  will  publish  a 
notice  of  its  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  FDA  grants  the  petition,  the 
notice  will  state  the  issues  to  be 
reviewed,  the  form  of  review  to  be  used, 
the  persons  who  may  participate  in  the 
review,  the  time  and  place  where  the 
review  will  occur,  and  other  details. 

Petitioners  may,  at  any  time  on  or 
before  April  20, 1981,  file  with  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Rm. 
4-62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  four  copies  of  each  petition  and 
supporting  data  and  information, 
identified  with  the  name  of  the  device 
and  the  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document.  Received  petitions  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  above  between  9  a.m. 
and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated;  March  13, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8356  Filed  3-1D-81:  8:45  ain| 

BILUNG  CODE  411(H>3-M 


[Docket  No.  81M-0054] 

Cooper  Laboratories,  Ino;  Premarket 
Approval  of  Pllagel®  Sterile  Cleaning 
Solution 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  its 
approval  of  the  application  for 
premarket  approval  under  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  of  the 
Pliagel®  Sterile  Cleaning  Solution  for 
use  with  soft  (hydrophilic)  contact 
lenses,  sponsored  by  Cooper 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Mountain  View,  CA. 
After  reviewing  the  recommendation  of 
the  Ophthalmic  Device  Section  of  the 
Ophthalmic;  Ear,  Nose,  and  Throat;  and 
Dental  Devices  Panel,  FDA  notified  the 
sponsor  that  the  application  was 
approved  because  the  device  had  been 
shown  to  be  safe  and  effective  for  use  as 
recommended  in  the  submitted  labeling. 
date:  Petitions  for  administrative 
review  by  April  20, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Requests  for  copies  of  the 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  petitions  for  administrative 
review  may  be  sent  to  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (formerly  the 
Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  Goldstein,  Bureau  of  Medical 
Devices  (HFK-402),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  8757  Georgia  Ave., 

Silver  Spring,  MD  20910,  301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
16, 1980,  Gooper  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Mountain  View,  CA,  submitted  to  FDA 
an  application  for  premarket  approval  of 
Pliagel®  Sterile  Cleaning  Solution  for 
soft  (hydrophilic)  contact  lenses.  The 
application  was  reviewed  by  the 
Ophthalmic  Device  Section  of  the 
Ophthalmic;  Ear,  Nose,  Throat;  and 
Dental  Devices  Panel,  an  FDA  advisory 
committee,  which  recommended 
approval  of  the  application.  On 
February  9, 1981,  ITDA  approved  the 
application  in  a  letter  to  the  sponsor 
from  the  Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Medical  Devices. 

Before  enactment  of  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  (the 
amendments)  (Pub.  L.  94-295,  90  Stat. 
539-583),  soft  contact  lens  solutions 
were  regulated  as  new  drugs.  Because 
the  amendments  broadened  the 
definition  of  the  term  “device”  in  section 
201(h)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (the  act)  (21  U.S.C.  321(h)), 
soft  contact  lens  solutions  are  now 
regulated  as  class  III  devices  (premarket 
approval).  As  FDA  explained  in  a  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Re^ster  of 
December  16. 1977  (42  FR  63472),  the 
amendments  provide  transitional 
provisions  to  ensure  continuation  of 
premarket  approval  requirements  for 
class  III  devices  formerly  regulated  as 


new  drugs.  Furthermore,  FDA  requires, 
as  a  condition  to  approval,  that  sponsors 
of  applications  for  premarket  approval 
of  sofi  contact  lenses  or  solutions 
comply  with  the  records  and  reports 
provisions  of  Part  310  (21  CFR  Part  310), 
Subpart  D,  until  these  provisions  are 
replaced  by  similar  requirements  under 
the  amendments. 

A  summary  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  on  which  FDA's 
approval  is  based  is  on  file  with  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (address 
above)  and  is  available  upon  request 
from  that  office.  Requests  should  be 
identified  with  the  name  of  the  device 
and  the  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document. 

The  labeling  of  the  Pliagel®  Sterile 
Cleaning  Solution  states  ^at  the 
solution  is  for  use  to  clean  certain  soft 
contact  lenses  each  time  they  are  taken 
off.  Sponsors  of  any  soft  (hydrophilic) 
contact  lenses  that  have  been  approved 
for  marketing  are  advised  that  whenever 
FDA  publishes  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  the  agency’s  approval  of  a 
new  solution  for  use  with  an  approved 
soft  contact  lens,  the  sponsor  of  each 
lens  shall  correct  its  labeling  to  refer  to 
the  new  solution,  at  the  next  printing  or 
at  such  other  time  as  FDA  prescribes  by 
letter  to  the  sponsor.  A  sponsor  who 
fails  to  update  the  restrictive  labeling 
may  violate  the  misbranding  provisions 
of  section  502  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  352) 
as  well  as  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  (15  U.S.C.  41-58),  as 
amended  by  the  Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty-Federal  Trade  Commission 
Improvement  Act  (Pub.  L.  93-637). 
Furthermore,  failure  to  update  the 
restrictive  labeling  to  refer  to  new 
solutions  that  may  be  used  with  an 
approved  lens  may  be  grounds  for 
withdrawing  approval  of  the  application 
for  the  lens,  under  section  515(e)(1)(F)  of 
the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(e)(l)(F)). 

Opportunity  for  Administrative  Review 

Section  515(d)(3)  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3))  authorizes  any  interested 
person  to  petition,  under  section  515(g) 
of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(g))  for 
administrative  review  of  FDA’s  decision 
to  approve  this  application.  A  petitioner 
may  request  either  a  formal  hearing 
under  Part  12  (21  CFR  Part  12)  of  FDA’s 
administrative  practices  and  procedures 
regulations  or  a  review  of  the 
application  and  FDA’s  action  by  an 
independent  advisory  committee  of 
experts.  A  petition  is  to  be  in  the  form  of 
a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  FDA 
action  under  §  10.33(b)  (21  CFR  10.33(b)). 
A  petitioner  shall  identify  the  form  of 
review  requested  (hearing  or 
independent  advisory  committee)  and 


shall  submit  with  the  petition  supporting 
data  and  information  showing  that  there 
is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
material  fact  for  resolution  through 
administrative  review  After  reviewing 
the  petition,  FDA  will  decide  to  grant  or 
deny  the  petition  and  will  publish  a 
notice  of  its  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  FDA  grants  the  petition,  the 
notice  will  state  the  issues  to  be 
reviewed,  the  form  of  review  to  be  used, 
the  persons  who  may  participate  in  the 
review,  the  time  and  place  where  the 
review  will  occur,  and  other  details. 

Petitioners  may,  at  any  time  on  or 
before  April  20, 1981  file  with  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305). 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  four  copies  of  each  petition  and 
supporting  data  and  information, 
identified  with  the  name  of  the  device 
and  the  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document.  Received  petitions  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  above  between  9  a.m. 
and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  16. 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-5941  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81N-00881 

Chest  X-Ray  Referral  Criteria  Panei; 
Meeting 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  annoimces  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  the  Chest  X-Ray 
Referral  Criteria  Panel.  The  University 
of  California  at  San  Francisco  has 
convened  this  panel,  to  which  FDA 
provides  logistical  support.  This  notice 
gives  methods  for  interested  persons  to 
participate  in  open  sessions  of  the 
meeting. 

DATES:  Open  session;  April  1, 1981,  9:45 
a.m.  to  12  m.;  closed  sessions:  April  1, 
1981,  8:30  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.  and  1  p.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.;  April  2, 1981,  9  a.m.  to  12  m. 
ADDRESS:  Sheraton  Old  Town  Hotel,  800 
Rio  Grande  Blvd.  NW.,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87104. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jay  A.  Rachlin,  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health  (HFX-76),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville.  MD  20857,  301-443-4600. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  Through 
the  Bureau  of  Radiological  Health,  FDA 
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conducts  and  supports  research, 
training,  and  other  activities  to  minimize 
unproductive  radiation  exposure  from 
diagnostic  radiological  examinations. 

One  possible  source  of  unproductive 
radiation  exposure  is  radiological 
examinations  that  are  not  likely  to  affect 
patient  management.  To  minimize 
requests  for  ineffective  examinations,  it 
is  important  that  the  referring  physician 
have  up-to-date  information  about  when 
a  given  radiological  study  is  likely  to 
provide  needed  diagnostic  information. 
This  information,  which  can  take  the 
form  of  decision  guides  based  on  patient 
signs,  symptoms,  or  history,  is  termed 
here  “referral  criteria.” 

Under  one  part  of  a  program  designed 
to  facilitate  the  development  and  testing 
by  the  medical  profession  of  referral 
criteria  for  diagnostic  radiological 
examinations,  FDA  provides  logistical 
support  through  a  contractor  for  the 
convening  of  small  panels  of  clinical  and 
scientific  experts  to  formulate  draft 
referral  criteria  or  statements  of  use. 

This  panel  meeting  is  being  called  to 
discuss  several  draft  chest  X-ray  referral 
criteria  and  comments  received  to  date 
from  medical  professional  society 
reviews.  The  draft  criteria  which  are 
being  reviewed  by  professional  societies 
address  the  following:  prenatal  chest  X- 
ray  screening  examinations,  mandated 
chest  X-ray  screening  examinations,  and 
routine  hospital  admission  chest  X-ray 
examinations.  Also,  the  panel  meeting  is 
being  called  to  discuss  the  present 
status  of  a  number  of  other  chest  X-ray 
use  topics  which  have  not  yet  been 
developed  to  the  same  stage  in  the 
deliberation  process.  Persons  interested 
in  specific  agenda  items  to  be  discussed 
in  open  session  may  determine  from  the 
contact  person  the  approximate  time  of 
discussion. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
data  and  views  to  the  panel  and  may  do 
so  care  of  the  contact  person  listed 
above.  Any  interested  person  who 
wishes  to  request  time  for  oral 
presentations  during  the  open  portion  of 
the  meeting  should  inform  the  contact 
person,  either  orally  or  in  writing,  before 
the  meeting.  Any  person  attending  the 
meeting  who  does  not  in  advance  of  the 
meeting  request  time  will,  at  the 
chairperson’s  discretion,  be  permitted  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  open  portion  if  time 
permits. 

A  list  of  committee  members,  a 
summary  of  previous  panel 
deliberations,  a  copy  of  the  draft  chest 
X-ray  referral  criteria,  and  the  meeting 
agenda  or  the  report  of  the  panel 
meeting  may  be  reviewed  at  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (formerly  the 
Hearing  Clerk’s  office]  (HFA-305}.  Food 


and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  The  report  of  the  panel 
meeting  will  contain  minutes  of  the  open 
session,  copies  of  written  data  and 
views  submitted  to  the  panel  in  open 
session,  and  summaries  of  the  closed 
sessions. 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8354  Filed  3-16-81: 10:30  am) 
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[Docket  No.  75P-02951 

Monsanto  Industrial  Chemicals  Co.; 
Approval  of  Extension  of  Variance  for 
Monsanto  Tire  Inspection  Cabinet  X* 
Ray  System 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  that 
an  extension  of  a  variance  from  the 
performance  standard  for  cabinet  x-ray 
systems  has  been  approved  by  the 
Bureau  of  Radiological  Health  for  the 
Tire  Inspection  Cabinet  X-Ray  System, 
Model  1027  manufactured  by  Monsanto 
Industrial  Chemicals  Co.,  Akron,  OH. 

The  electronic  product  is  a  cabinet  x-ray 
system  used  for  automatic  production 
line  x-ray  inspection  of  tires. 

DATE:  The  termination  date  of  Variance 
No.  75003  is  extended  from  February  25, 
1981  to  February  25, 1986. 

ADDRESS:  The  application  and  all 
correspondence  on  the  application  have 
been  placed  on  public  display  in  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Robert  Phillips,  Bureau  of  Radiological 
Health  (HFK-460),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-3426. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  January  26, 1976  (41  FR  3767),  FDA 
announced  that  a  variance  from  the 
provisions  of  §  1020.40(c)(4](i)  (21  CFR 
1020.40(c](4](i])  requiring  that  opening 
the  door  of  a  cabinet  x-ray  system 
physically  disconnects  the  energy 
supply  circuit  to  the  high  voltage 
generator  had  been  granted  to  the  Picker 
Corp.,  595  Miner  Rd.,  Cleveland,  OH 
44143.  The  variance  was  granted  under 
§  1010.4  (21  CFR  1010.4)  for  the  Picker 
Model  1027  Tire  Inspection  System  and 


was  assigned  Variance  No.  75003.  On 
March  2, 1977,  all  rights  to  manufacture, 
install,  service,  and  distribute  the  Model 
1027  Tire  Inspection  system  were  sold 
by  the  Picker  Corp.  to  Monsanto 
Industrial  Chemicals  Co.,  947  Waterloo 
Road,  Akron,  OH  44314  (Monsanto). 

Monsanto  has  submitted  to  FDA  an 
application  for  an  unspecified  extension 
of  the  February  25, 1981,  expiration  date 
of  Variance  No.  75003.  The  application 
for  extension  of  the  variance  uses  the 
same  arguments  used  in  support  of  the 
original  variance  application  and  were 
discussed  at  length  in  the  January  26, 
1976  notice. 

The  Director  of  th6  Bmeau  of 
Radiological  Health  has  determined  that 
the  arguments  that  led  to  the  original 
granting  of  Variance  No.  75003  are  still 
valid.  Furthermore,  the  Director  has 
concluded  that  the  Monsanto  Model 
1027  Tire  Inspection  Cabinet  X-Ray 
System  still  provides  adequate  means  of 
radiation  safety  and  protection. 
Therefore,  by  letter  of  February  26, 1981, 
the  Director  approved  an  extension  of 
the  variance,  which  terminates  on 
February  25, 1986.  This  extension  is 
being  granted  under  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  original  variance. 

This  variance  is  being  extended  for  5 
years  instead  of  the  requested  indefinite 
period.  This  will  allow  the  Bureau  the 
opportunity  in  5  years  to  reevaluate  the 
need  and  basis  for  the  variance.  Such  a 
reevaluation  will  consider  the  possible 
amendment  of  the  performance 
standard,  the  then  current  state  of  the 
art,  industrial  usefulness,  radiation 
protection  criteria,  and  other  relevant 
factors. 

In  accordance  with  §  1010.4,  the 
application  and  all  related 
correspondence  on  the  application 
(including  the  data  and  information  in 
support  of  the  original  request  and  the 
written  notice  of  approval)  have  been 
placed  on  public  display  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  and  may  be 
seen  in  that  office  between  9  a.m.  and  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-5940  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-N 


Health  Services  Administration 

National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
National  Health  Service  Corp;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
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(Public  Law  92-463),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  National 
Advisory  body  scheduled  to  meet  during 
the  month  of  April  1981: 

Name:  National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
National  Health  Service  Corps 
Date  and  time:  April  27-28, 1981, 9:00  a.m. 
Place:  Room  431,  Federal  Office  Building, 

1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80294, 
open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  Council  will  advise  and  make 
appropriate  recommendations  on  the 
National  Health  Service  Corps  (NHSC) 
program  as  mandated  by  legislation.  It  will 
also  review  and  comment  on  proposed 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  Secretary 
under  provisions  of  the  legislation. 

Agenda:  Agenda  items  include:  a  report  on 
the  budget  proposal  for  fiscal  year  1981  and 
discussions  of  State  involvement  in  the 
supervision  and  placement  of  NHSC 
assignees  and  the  assessment  of  the  quality 
of  services. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  for 
observation  and  participation.  Anyone 
wishing  to  participate,  obtain  a  roster  of 
members,  or  other  relevant  information, 
should  write  to  or  contact  Ms.  Charlotte 
Walch,  National  Health  Service  Corps, 
Health  Services  Administration,  Parklawn 
Building,  Room  6A-14,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857.  Telephone: 
(301)443-4046. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Dated:  March  12, 1981. 

William  H.  Aspden,  )r.. 

Associate  Administrator  for  Management. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8555  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  Hm| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-e4-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  Carol  Buckley,  15974 
Maricopa  Hwy.,  Ojai,  CA. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
export  and  re-import  one  Asian  elephant 
[Elephas  maximus]  for  enhancement  of 
propagation  as  defined  in  50  CFR  17.3. 
The  elephant  was  born  in  India  in  1973 
and  was  imported  before  the  Asian 
elephant  was  listed  under  the 
Endangerd  Species  Act. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  P.O.  Box  3654, 
Arlington,  VA  22203. 


This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-7653.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  on  or  before  April  20, 1981 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Robert  J.  Batky, 

Acting  Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8675  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-SS-M 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  Dr.  Paul  B.  Holden,  Bio/West,  Inc., 
Logan,  UT 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
take  (capture)  bonytail  chub  fishes  [Gila 
elegans]  in  the  Colorado  River 
Watershed,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Utah, 
and  Arizona  for  a  habitat  and 
distribution  study  fii  cooperation  with 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  P.O.  Box  3654, 
Arlington,  VA  22203. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-622.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  on  or  before  April  20, 1981 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8677  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-5S-M 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Applications 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to 
conduct  specific  activities  with 
Endangered  Species: 

Applicant:  New  York  Zoological  Society,  PRT 
2-7778,  Bronx  Park,  Bronx,  NY 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  one  captive-bred  bush-tailed  rat 
kangaroo  [Bettongia  penicillata]  from 


the  Antwerp  Zoo,  Belgium  and  to  export 
one  captive-bred  bush-tailed  rat 
kangaroo  to  the  Antwerp  Zoo  for 
enhancement  of  propagation. 

Applicant:  Florida  State  Museum,  PRT  2- 

7802,  Gainesville,  FL 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  dead  specimens  of  Haitian 
Solenodons  [Solenodon  paradoxus)  from 
Haiti  for  scientific  research. 

Applicant:  Jane  Brolin,  PRT  2-7699,  Santa 

Barbara,  CA 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  in  interstate  commerce  one 
capitive-bred  cheetah  [Acinonyx 
jubatus]  from  Gary  Marlin.  Creston, 

Iowa  for  enhancement  of  propagation. 

Applicant:  Kansas  City  Zoological  Gardens, 

PRT  2-7789,  Kansas  City,  KS 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  in  foreign  commerce  two  captive- 
bred  Bactrian  camels  [Camelus 
bactrianus)  from  the  Metropolitan 
Toronto  Zoo,  Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada 
for  enhancement  of  propagation. 

Applicant:  Southeast  Forest  Experiment 

Station,  PRT  2-7775.  U.S.  Forest  Service, 

Clemson  University.  Clemson,  SC 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
take  (harass)  red-cocaded  woodpeckers 
[Picoides  borealis)  in  the  Francis 
Marion  National  Forest  during  a  study 
to  determine  the  impact  of  roost  tree 
and  cavity  tree  removal  in  several 
woodpecker  colonies.  Three  of  400 
active  colonies  in  the  forest  would  be 
affected.  Birds  would  be  color  banded 
prior  to  tree  removal  for  tracking 
purposes. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport,  if  applicable,  has  been 
indicated  by  the  applicants. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  these  applications  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  (WPO),  P.O.  Box  3654, 
Arlington,  VA  22203. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  applications  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

Robert  Batky, 

Acting  Chief  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8676  Filed  3-19-81. 8:45  iimj 

BILLING  CODE  4310-SS-M 
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Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service 

National  Registry  of  Natural 
Landmarks 

agency:  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  service.  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

action:  Public  Notice  and  Request  for 
Comment. 

The  area  listed  below  appear  to 
qualify  for  designation  as  national 
natural  landmarks,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  36  CFR 1212.  Pursuant 
to  §  1212.4(d)(1)  of  35  CFR  Part  1212, 
written  comments  concerning  the 
potential  designation  of  these  areas  as 
natural  landmarks  may  be  forwarded  to 
the  Acting  Associate  Director  for 
Natural  Programs,  Heritage 
Conservation  and  Recreation  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.  20243,  Detailed 
information  on  each  site  is  available. 
Written  comments  or  a  request  for 
additional  time  or  information  should  be 
received  no  later  than  May  19, 1981. 

On  February  19, 1981,  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  James  G.  Watt  issued  an  order 
consolidating  the  functions  of  the 
Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service  into  the  National  Park  Service. 
The  order  calls  for  completion  of  all 
functional  transfers  by  May  31, 1981. 
Until  completion  of  this  transfer,  HCRS 
will  continue  to  administer  the  natural 
landmarks  program. 

Dated;  March  17, 1981. 

Jack  Hauptman, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Natural 
Programs. 

Connecticut 

Litchfield  County 

Cathedral  Pines;  a  40-acre  tract 
owned  by  The  Nature  Conservancy 
which  is  just  southeast  of  Cornwall  in 
the  Berkshire  Hills  of  northwestern 
Connecticut.  An  old-growth  conifer 
stand  dominated  by  white  pine  and 
hemlock  (with  some  trees  dating  back  to 
1689),  Cathedral  Pines  is  considered  to 
be  the  most  massive  forest  in  New 
England,  with  more  old-growth  white 
pine  concentrated  in  a  single  areas  than 
any  other. 

New  Hampshire 
Cheshire  County 

Rhododendron  Natural  Area;  a  15- 
acre  site  located  three  miles  south  of 
Troy  in  southwestern  New  Hampshire. 
The  area,  which  is  administered  by  the 
New  Hampshire  Division  of  Parks,  is  the 
largest  and  most  viable  of  the  19 
rhododendron  stands  known  to  exist  in 
central  and  northern  New  England.  As 


such,  it  illustrates  a  relict  flora 
persisting  from  an  earlier  warmer  period 
when  the  species  was  more  widespread. 

Pennsylvania 

Lancaster  and  York  Counties 

Susquehanna  Piedmont  Gorge;  a 
14,344-acre  area  which  includes  a  17- 
mile  stretch  of  the  Susquehanna  River 
between  Columbia  and  Fishing,  along 
with  numerous  riverside  and  tributary 
sites.  The  area  contains  a  diverse  range 
of  outstanding  geological  features, 
including  the  Marctic  Line,  unique  river 
deeps,  dry  potholes,  the  largest  fault 
cave  in  metamorphic  rock  in  the  East, 
and  one  of  the  Hnest  assempblages  of 
bedrock  in  the  country. 

The  site  contains  a  fine  example  of 
Piedmont  upland  forest,  along  with 
representative  second-growth  stands. 

Texas 

Blanco  County 

Little  Blanco  River  Bluff;  a  small  site 
south  of  Blanco  in  central  Texas.  Little 
Blanco  River  Bluff  contains  a  pristine 
example  of  the  Edwards  Plateau 
limestone  bluff  commimity  type,  with 
diverse  flora  estimated  at  250  species  in 
45  families,  including  some  endangered 
species. 

|FR  Doc  81-8628  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BIUJNG  CODE  4310-03-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Baker  District  Advisory  Council; 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  94-579  and  43  CFR  1780  that 
a  meeting  of  the  Baker  District  Advisory 
Council  will  be  held  on  April  29, 1981. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  in  the 
Conference  Room  on  the  second  floor  of 
the  Federal  Building,  Baker,  Oregon. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  Approve  minutes  of  the  January  21, 1981 
meeting. 

2.  Review  public  comments  received  on  the 
Baker  Resource  Area  Draft  Rangeland 
Management  Decision.  Work  on  resolving 
major  public  concerns  and  in  preparing  the 
Final  Decision. 

3.  Public  comments. 

4.  Arrangements  for  the  next  council 
meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
news  media.  Interested  persons  may 
make  oral  statements  to  the  Council 
between  2  and  3  p.m.,  or  file  written 
statements  for  the  Council’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  should  notify  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box 


987,  Baker,  Oregon  97814,  telephone  503- 
523-6391,  Ext.  281,  by  12  noon,  Tuesday, 
April  28, 1981.  Depending  on  the  number 
of  persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  per  person  time  limit  may 
be  established  by  the  District  Manager. 

A  report  of  the  Council  meeting  will 
be  maintained  at  the  District  OfHce  and 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
and  reproduction  at  the  cost  of 
duplication. 

Gordon  R.  Staker, 

District  Manager. 

March  12, 1981. 

|FR  Doc  81-8547  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 
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ISAC  074022  WR] 

California;  Proposed  Partial 
Continuation  of  Withdrawal  and 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

March  12, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  204(1)  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  (90  Stat.  2754;  43  U.S.C. 

1714)  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
proposes  to  continue  an  Administrative 
Site  withdrawal  on  the  following 
described  lands: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 
T.  32  N..  R.  6  W.. 

Section  3,  Lot  5. 

The  area  described  contains  approximately 
33.44  acres  in  Shasta  County,  California. 

The  withdrawal  was  created  by  PLO 
3249  of  October  10, 1963,  which 
segregated  the  land  from  prospecting; 
location,  entry  and  purchase  under  the 
mining  laws.  The  withdrawal  is  in  aid  of 
utilization  of  the  surface  by  Federal 
agencies  and  qualified  applicants  under 
the  right-of-way  laws,  and  for  the 
retention  in  public  ownership  of 
valuable  racfio  receiving  and 
transmitting  site  values. 

No  change  in  the  segregative  effect  of 
the  withdrawal  or  the  use  of  this  land  is 
proposed. 

On  or  before  April  20, 1981,  all 
persons  who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal 
continuations  may  present  their  views  in 
writing  to  the  undersigned  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
ManFigement. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  public  hearing  is 
afiorded  in  cormection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal  continuations.  All 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 
heard  on  the  proposed  continuations 
must  submit  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  to  the  undersigned  officer.  If  the 
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State  Director,  in  his  discretion, 
determines  that  a  public  hearing  is 
justified,  a  notice  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  giving  the  time  and 
place  of  such  hearing.  The  public 
hearing  will  be  scheduled  and 
conducted  in  accordance  with  BLM 
Manual  2351.16B. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demands  for  the  land  and  its  resources. 
He  will  review  the  withdrawal 
rejustification  to  insure  that 
continuation  would  be  consistent  with 
the  statutory  objectives  of  the  programs 
for  which  the  land  is  dedicated;  the  area 
involved  is  the  minimum  essential  to 
meet  the  desired  needs;  the  maximum 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  land  is 
provided  for;  and  an  agreement  is 
reached  on  the  concurrent  management 
of  the  land  and  its  resources.  He  will 
also  prepare  a  report  for  consideration 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the 
President,  and  Congress,  who  will 
determine  whether  or  not  the  • 
withdrawal  will  be  continued  and  if  so, 
for  how  long.  The  final  determination  on 
the  continuation  of  the  withdrawal  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  existing  withdrawals  will  continue 
until  such  final  determination  is  made. 

All  communication  in  connection  with 
the  withdrawal  continuations  should  be 
addressed  to  the  imdersigned.  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Room  E-2841, 
Federal  Office  Building,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  CaUfomia  95825. 
Walter  F.  Holmes, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-8546  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

Central  Valley  Project,  California  Water 
Service  Rate  Policy;  Availability  of  a 
Proposed  Ratesetting  Policy  for  Public 
Review  and  Comment  and  Public 
Hea'rings:  Amendment 

FR  Doc.  81-3650,  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  3, 1981,  on 
page  10544,  is  amended  to  extend  the 
time  available  for  submission  of  written 
statements  or  other  comments  on  the 
proposed  ratesetting  policy  from  March 
16, 1981,  to  April  10, 1981. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8716  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-0S-M 


Contract  Negotiations;  Farweli 
Irrigation  District,  Farweli  Unit,  Pick* 
Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program,  Nebr^ 
Construction  of  Canal  Lining, 

Additional  Drainage  Works,  and 
Purchase  of  Materials  To  Bury  Certain 
Existing  Laterals 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service  (Water  and  Power),  intends  to 
begin  negotiations  with  the  Farweli 
Irrigation  District  (FID)  for  repayment  of 
the  cost  of  constructing  certain  canal 
lining  and  drainage  works  and  the 
purchase  of  pipe  to  bury  certain  laterals 
within  the  FID. 

The  Farweli  Unit  lies  between  the 
North  and  Middle  Loup  Rivers  in 
Central  Nebraska.  Construction  of  the 
unit  was  completed  in  the  mid-1960's 
and  the  unit  presently  serves  about 
52,000  acres  of  irrigable  land.  Due  to 
changing  crop  patterns,  distribution 
system  losses,  and  full  development  of 
the  unit’s  lands,  the  FID  experiences 
shortages  and  inadequate  canal 
capacity  during  portions  of  the  irrigation 
season.  Also,  severe  drainage  problems 
have  developed  around  St.  Paul, 
Nebraska,  as  well  as  other  areas. 

The  lining  of  the  canals  and 
installation  of  drains  in  the  FID  is  an 
ongoing  program;  however,  recently, 
critical  areas  have  developed  and  are  in 
need  of  immediate  correction.  The 
contract  amendment  will  provide  for 
repayment  of  $4  million  to  accomplish 
this  construction  program.  This 
construction  is  being  carried  out  in 
compliance  with  the  Reclamation 
Project  Act  of  1939  (53  Stat.  1187),  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (58  Stat.  887), 
the  Act  of  August  3, 1956  (70  Stat.  975), 
and  the  Act  of  August  10, 1972  (86  Stat. 
525).  All  meetings  scheduled  by  Water 
and  Power  with  the  FID  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  proposed  contract  shall  be  open  to 
the  general  public  as  observers. 

Advance  notice  of  meetings  shall  be 
furnished  only  to  those  parties  who  have 
provided  a  written  request  for 
notification.  Requests  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Robert  D.  Kutz,  Project 
Manager,  Kansas  River  Projects  Office, 
Water  and  Power  Resources  Service, 
P.O.  Box  737,  McCook,  Nebraska  69001. 
All  written  correspondence  concerning 
the  proposed  contract  shall  be  made 
available  to  the  general  public  pursuant 
to  the  terms  and  procedures  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 
383),  as  amended. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  form  of  the  proposed 
contract  not  later  than  30  days  afier  the 
completed  contract  draft  is  made 
available  to  the  public.  If  little  or  no 


public  interest  is  evidenced  in  these 
negotiations  as  gauged  by  the  response 
to  this  notice  and  local  news  releases  or 
announcements,  the  availability  of  the 
proposed  form  of  contract  for  public 
review  and  comment  will  not  be 
publicized  through  the  Federal  Register 
or  other  media.  The  Commissioner  of 
Water  and  Power  will  review  comments 
submitted  and  based  on  the  number, 
sources,  and  nature  of  the  comments, 
will  decide  whether  to  hold  a  public 
hearing. 

For  further  information  on  the 
contract  negotiations,  please  contact  Mr. 
Robert  D.  Kutz  at  the  address  stated 
above,  or  telephone  (308)  345-4400. 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 


Contract  Negotiations;  Lower  Missouri 
Region,  Denver,  Colo;  Intent  To 
Negotiate  Interim  Water  Service 
Contracts 

The  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service  (Water  and  Power),  Department 
of  the  Interior,  may  enter  into  interim 
water  service  contracts  for  irrigation 
and  mimicipal  and  industrial  (M&l) 
water  when  such  water  is  available  and 
surplus  to  project  needs.  Contracts  of 
this  type  can  be  entered  into  upon  short 
notice  to  meet  emergency  or  temporary 
demands.  However,  such  contracts  may 
not  exceed  1  year  in  duration  and  are 
limited  to  not  more  than  10,000  acre-feet 
per  irrigation  contract  or  500  acre-feet 
per  M&I  contract.  All  interim  contracts 
will  specify  quantities,  rates  and  other 
terms  and  conditions  in  compliance  with 
Reclamation  law  and  Water  and  Power 
policy. 

The  Regional  Director  of  the  Lower 
Missouri  Region,  Denver,  Colorado,  has 
authority  to  execute  interim  water 
service  contracts  in  southeastern 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  Nebraska,  and 
northern  Kansas.  At  this  time  it  appears 
that  water,  which  is  surplus  to  project 
needs,  will  be  available  for  use  in 
Wyoming  from  Glendo  Reservoir,  and 
for  use  in  Kansas  from  Glen  Elder  and 
Bonny  Reservoirs  of  the  Pick-Sloan 
Missouri  Basin  program.  Also,  water  is 
expected  to  be  available  for  use  in 
Wyoming  from  the  Pathfinder  Reservoir 
of  the  North  Platte  Project,  for  use  in 
Colorado  from  the  Ruedi  Reservoir  and 
East  Slope  System  of  the  Fryingpan- 
Arkansas  Project,  and  from  the  Green 
Mountain  Reservoir  of  the  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project,  other  Water  and 
Power  projects  in  the  region  with 
regulated  reservoir  storage  may  have 
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minor  quantities  of  surplus  water 
available  to  meet  temporary  demands. 
All  releases  will  be  subject  to  State  laws 
for  beneficial  use  and  prior 
appropriation  rights. 

Parties  interested  in  receiving 
information  about  Water  and  Power’s 
interim  water  marketing  program  should 
contact  Mr.  Robin  McKinley  or  Mr. 
Buddy  Smith,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service,  P.O.  Box  25247, 
Denver,  Colorado  80255,  telephone  (303) 
234-3327. 

Unless  significant  public  interest  in 
the  proposed  interim  water  marketing 
program  is  demonstrated  in  response  to 
this  notice  and  local  news  releases  or 
announcements,  the  availability  of  the 
proposed  draft  contracts  will  be  limited 
to  those  parties  who  have  expressed  an 
interest  herein.  Written  comments  from 
the  public  on  the  forms  of  the  proposed 
contracts  should  be  submitted  not  later 
than  30  days  after  the  completed 
contract  drafts  are  made  available. 

Parties  interested  in  obtaining  a 
temporary  supply  of  water  from  a  Water 
and  Power  project  should  apply  in 
writing  to  the  Regional  Director,  Lower 
Missouri  Region,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service,  at  the  above  address. 

Dated;  March  13, 1981. 

Clifiord  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8549  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-09-M 


Contract  Negotiations;  Uncompahgre 
Project,  Colo.;  Intent  To  Negotiate  a 
Rehabilitation  and  Betterment  Loan 
Repayment  Contract 

In  accordance  with  procedures 
established  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  regarding  public  participation  in 
contract  negotiations,  the  Water  and 
Power  Resources  Service  (Water  and 
Power)  intends  to  initiate  negotiations 
with  the  Uncompahgre  Valley  Water 
Users  Association  (UVWUA)  of 
Montrose,  Colorado,  for  repayment  of  a 
$5,640,000  rehabilitation  and  betterment 
loan. 

These  loan  funds  will  be  used  to 
repair  deteriorating  control  and 
conveyance  structures  which  are 
becoming  hazards  in  terms  of  safety  and 
the  continued  operation  of  the  facilities. 

The  Uncompahgre  Project  provides 
irrigation  water  to  65,495  acres  of 
irrigable  land  in  the  Uncompahgre 
Valley.  Throughout  the  project,  there  are 
approximately  5,000  canal  and  lateral 
structures.  More  than  80  percent  of  all 
the  canal  and  lateral  structures  are  of 
timber  construction,  although  the  more 


recently  constructed  major  structures 
are  reinforced  concrete  or  steel. 

The  proposed  contract  is  necessary  to 
maintain  or  improve  the  current 
economic  welfare  of  the  agricultural 
environment  of  the  Uncompahgre 
Project.  Rehabilitating  this  facility  will 
reduce  the  potential  for  a  system  failure 
and  reduce  seepage,  while  ensuring 
conservation  of  the  project  water 
supply. 

liie  Uncompahgre  Project  was 
authorized  for  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  under  the  Act  of  June 
17, 1902  (32  Stat.  388).  The  contract  is 
being  negotiated  under  authority  of  the 
Rehabilitation  and  Betterment  Act  of 
October  7, 1949  (63  Stat.  724),  as 
amended.  The  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  proposed  contract  are  ultimately 
dependent  upon  the  Commissioner  of 
Water  and  Power’s  approval  of  the  basis 
for  the  loan,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior’s  approval  of  the  form  of  the 
proposed  contract,  and  a  maximum  60- 
day  period  for  congressional  review  of 
the  repayment  terms. 

All  meetings  scheduled  by  water  and 
Power  with  the  UVWUA  for  the  piirpose 
of  discussing  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  proposed  contract  shall  be  open  to 
the  general  public  as  observers. 

Advance  notice  of  meetings  shall  be 
furnished  only  to  those  parties  who  have 
provided  a  written  request  for 
notification.  Requests  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Projects  Manager, 
Water  and  Power  Resources  Service, 
Attention:  GJ-400,  764  Horizon  Drive, 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado  81501.  All 
written  correspondence  concerning  the 
proposed  contract  shall  be  made 
available  to  the  general  public  pursuant 
to  the  terms  and  procedures  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 

383),  as  amended. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  form  of  the  proposed 
contract  not  later  than  30  days  after  the 
completed  contract  draft  is  made 
available  to  the  public.  If  little  or  no 
public  interest  is  evidenced  in  these 
negotiations  as  gauged  by  the  response 
to  this  notice  and  local  news  releases  or 
announcements,  the  availability  of  the 
proposed  form  of  contract  for  public 
i\:view  and  comment  will  not  be 
{formally  publicized  through  the  Federal 
Register  or  other  media.  The 
Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power  will 
review  comments  submitted  and  based 
on  the  number,  source,  and  nature  of  the 
comments,  will  decide  whether  to  hold  a 
public  hearing. 

For  further  information  on  the 
contract  negotiations,  please  contact  Mr. 
Boyd  Holt,  Chief  of  Operations  Branch, 
at  the  address  stated  above,  telephone 
number  (303)  243-4992,  extension  344. 


Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

Clifiofd  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8550  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-09-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  403] 

Cargo  Liability  Study;  Report  to 
Congress 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  is  inviting  comments  on 
whether  section  11707  of  Title  49,  United 
States  Code,  should  be  modified  or 
eliminated  with  respect  to  rail  carriers. 
Section  11707  imposes  on  carriers  a 
standard  of  absolute  liability  for  damage 
to  shipments  unless  the  carrier  and 
shipper  have  agreed  in  writing  to  a 
limitation  of  liability.  The  comments  are 
being  sought  for  the  purpose  of  a 
Commission  study  mandated  by 
Congress  in  Section  211(d)  of  the 
Staggers  Rail  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L.  96-448. 
DATES:  Notice  of  intent  to  participate 
must  be  received  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  15, 1981.  Reply  statements 
must  be  received  on  or  before  June  12, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  An  original  and  15  copies 
should  be  sent  to:  Office  of  Proceedings. 
Room  5356,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  12th  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  R.  Tyree,  Office  of  Policy  and 
Analysis.  (202)  275-0783 
or 

Alan  Weinstein,  Office  of  Proceedings. 
(202)  275-6449. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Under  the  common  law,  a  common 
carrier  was  fully  liable,  as  an  insurer,  for 
any  loss  or  damage  caused  during  the 
time  the  goods  were  in  its  possession. 
Shippers  were  not  required  to  allege  or 
prove  negligence  to  establish  a  prima 
facie  case.  All  that  was  required  of  the 
shipper  was  to  prove  delivery  of  the 
shipment  to  the  carrier  in  good  condition 
and  either  (1)  failure  of  the  carrier  to 
deliver  the  goods  in  whole  or  in  part;  or 
(2)  delivery  of  the  goods  in  damaged 
condition. 
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With  the  passage  of  time,  the  common 
law  recognized  speciHc  exceptions  to 
the  absolute  liability  of  the  carrier.  Once 
a  prima  facie  case  was  established,  the 
burden  of  proof  switched  to  the  carrier 
to  demonstrate  that  it  was  free  from 
negligence  and  that  the  damage  or  loss 
was  attributable  to  one  of  the 
exceptions  that  would  relieve  it  from 
liability.  The  exceptions  or  defenses 
consisted  of:  (1)  an  act  of  God;  (2)  the 
public  enemy;  (3)  an  act  of  the  shipper 
itself;  (4)  public  authority;  or  (5)  the 
inherent  vice  or  nature  of  the  goods.  See 
generally  S.  Sorkin,  How  to  Recover  for 
Loss  or  Damage  to  Goods  in  Transit 
(1978). 

The  rail  carrier’s  general  liability  was 
based  on  the  premise  that  the  carrier 
had  peculiarly  within  its  knowledge  all 
the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding 
the  transportation  of  the  goods  and  the 
ability  to  inform  itself  of  their  condition 
upon  receipt.  Missouri  Pac.  R.  R.  Co.  v. 
Elmore  &  Stahl,  377  U.S.  134  (1964).  In 
contrast,  the  shipper  rarely  could  be 
expected  to  have  sufhcient  knowledge 
of  the  history  of  the  shipment  to 
demonstrate  negligence.  Thus,  the  law 
placed  the  burden  of  the  loss  or  damage 
upon  the  carrier  when  it  could  not 
explain  and  bring  its  explanation  within 
one  of  the  accepted  defenses. 

The  common  law  eventually 
recognized  that  carriers  could  limit  their 
liability  if  the  shipper  entered  into  a 
signed  agreement  to  that  effect.  Wide 
variations  in  handling  appeared  with 
liability  disclaimers.  One  common 
practice  was  to  permit  the  carrier  to 
disclaim  liability  if  the  carrier  could 
prove  that  it  was  not  guilty  of 
negligence.  Because  of  the  confusion 
that  resulted  from  different  handling  of 
liability  disclaimers  by  the  courts, 
Congress  in  1906  enacted  the  Carmack 
Amendment,  34  Stat.  595,  as  part  of  the 
Hepburn  Act. 

The  Carmack  Amendment  codified 
the  common  law  rule  and  imposed  a 
uniform  standard  of  liability  for 
railroads  and  transportation  companies. 
The  amendment  required  the  issuance  of 
bills  of  lading  and  held  carriers 
accountable  for  all  damage  to  a 
shipment,  regardless  of  proof  of 
negligence  or  whether  the  damage 
occurred  beyond  the  line  of  the  issuing 
carrier.  It  also  provided  that  no  contract 
or  any  other  form  of  agreement  or 
regulation  could  exempt  carriers  from 
liability  for  the  full  actual  loss  sustained 
by  the  owner  of  the  goods. 

Subsequently,  the  Supreme  Court 
interpreted  the  Carmack  Amendment  as 
permitting  the  use  of  so-called  “released 
rates"  which  were  based  upon  less  than 
the  actual  value  of  the  shipment,  so  long 
as  full  value  rates  continued  to  be 


offered,  and  the  released  rates  were 
open,  reasonable,  and  proportioned  to 
the  risk.  Adams  Express  Co.  v. 

Croninger,  226  U.S.  491,  509-510  (1913). 
Following  Croninger,  carriers  began  to 
settle  claims  based  on  previously 
published  liability  limitations  and 
allegedly  published  higher  actual  value 
rates  that  effectively  forced  shippers  to 
use  released  rates.  In  Re  The  Cummins 
Amendment,  33  I.C.C.  682,  690  (1915); 
Loss  and  Damage  Claims,  340  I.C.C.  515, 
522  (1972).  In  response.  Congress 
enacted  ^e  Cummins  Amendments,  38 
Stat.  1197  (1915)  and  39  Stat.  441  (1916). 
These  amendments  created  the  statutory 
scheme  that  has  lasted  until  passage  of 
the  Staggers  Act.  Carriers  were  not 
permitted  to  limit  their  liability  for 
damage  except  by  means  of  a  tariff 
establishing  a  reduced  rate  for  a 
released  value.  This  tariff  had  to  be 
required  or  authorized  by  the 
Commission. 

The  absolute  liability  provisions  of  the 
Carmack  and  Cummins  Amendments 
appears  at  49  U.S.C.  11707  and  the 
released  rate  authority  given  the 
Commission  appear  at  49  U.S.C.  10730. 
Section  211(b)  of  the  Staggers  Act 
modified  49  U.S.C.  10730  to  permit  rail 
carriers  to  establish  released  rates, 
without  Commission  approval,  under 
which  the  carrier’s  liability  is  limited  to 
a  value  established  by  written 
declaration  of  the  shipper  or  by  written 
agreement  between  the  shipper  and  the 
carrier.  The  Commission  issued  rules 
implementing  this  provision  on 
December  22, 1980,  in  Ex  Parte  No.  390, 
Rail  Rates  Based  on  Limited  Liability, 
(45  FR  85029, 12/24/80).  The  Staggers 
Act  also  permits  the  use  of  a  specified 
deductible  for  any  claim  against  the 
carrier  for  loss  and  damage  or  delay  in 
transportation.  The  intent  of  the 
legislation  was  to  permit  greater 
flexibility  in  ratemaking.  Competition 
and  restrictions  on  rate  bureaus  were 
assigned  the  primary  role  in  insuring 
reasonableness.  In  addition,  section 
211(c)  of  the  Staggers  Act  narrowed  the 
venue  for  bringing  civil  actions,  and 
section  211(d)  required  the  Commission 
to  conduct  this  study. 

Conduct  of  Study 

Specifically,  the  study  is  intended  to 
examine  whether  rail  carriers  should 
continue  to  be  subject  to  section  11707 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  We  are 
required  to  study  whether  other  liability 
standards,  such  as  comparative 
negligence  or  a  no-fault  system,  may  be 
more  appropriate  than  the  current 
standards.  The  study  is  also  required  to 
address  ten  specific  questions  set  forth 
in  section  211(d)  including  whether  the 
presence  of  market  dominance  should 


affect  the  level  of  liability,  the  recovery 
and  amoimt  of  attorneys’  fees, 
appropriate  time  limits  for  filing  of 
claims,  and  proper  venue  requirements. 

The  Commission  is  interested  in 
obtaining  the  views  and 
recommendations  of  all  interested 
persons.  This  proceeding  is  being 
instituted  to  permit  an  open  exchange  of 
ideas.  As  it  is  a  study  directed  by 
Congress,  it  will  not  result  in  a  final 
decision  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Administrative  Procedures  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
551. 

All  interested  parties  shall  notify  the 
Commission  within  30  days  of  this 
notice  of  their  intention  to  participate. 
The  Commission  will  then  prepare  and 
distribute  a  service  list. 

Comments  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  all  participating  parties 
by  May  15, 1981  and  reply  statements 
will  be  due  no  later  than  June  12, 1981. 

Comments  Invited 

To  assist  us  in  preparing  the  report, 
we  request  comments  from  all  interested 
parties  on  whether  the  Carmack 
Amendment  should  be  modified  or 
eliminated  with  respect  to  rail  carrier 
liability.  We  are  especially  interested  in 
learing  what  practices  are  in  use  today, 
what  the  experience  has  been  under 
each,  and  what  problems  shippers  and 
carriers  actually  confront  in  dealing 
with  liability  questions.  For  instance,  we 
would  like  information  as  to  what  extent 
special  or  consequential  damages  are 
being  recovered  from  rail  carriers.  We 
would  also  like  to  know  whether  a  rail 
carrier  ought  to  be  responsible  for  such 
damages  in  the  absence  of  a  clear 
showing,  by  written  agreement,  that  the 
carrier  was  made  aware  of  foreseeable 
risks  and  had  an  opportunity  to  make 
appropriate  arrangements.  We  believe 
that  it  will  be  beneficial  to  all  parties,  as 
well  as  to  Congress  and  ourselves,  to 
build  a  record  that  reflects  the  actual 
experiences  and  problems  of  carriers 
and  shippers  in  this  regard.  In  addition, 
of  course,  the  Commission  is  interested 
in  the  parties’  views  about  the  specific 
questions  posed  in  the  Staggers  Act; 

(1)  Whether  in  the  case  of  traffic  with 
respect  to  which  rail  carriers  do  not 
have  market  dominance,  such  carriers 
should  be  subject  to  any  higher  level  of 
liability  for  loss  and  damage  than  they 
are  willing  to  agree  to  with  the  shippers 
of  such  traffic. 

(2)  Whether  in  the  case  of  traffic  with 
respect  to  which  rail  carriers  have 
market  dominance,  such  carriers  should 
be  subject  to  any  greater  liability  than 
would  be  imposed  under  a  statutory 
comparative  negligence  standard. 
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(3)  Whether  liability  for  damage  to 
rail  traffic  should  be  determined  under  a 
no-fault  liability  system  and  what 
shippers  should  bear  the  cost  of  such  a 
system. 

(4)  Whether  venue  in  cases  arising 
from  rail  carrier  liability  for  damages  to 
traffic  should  be  further  limited. 

(5)  Whether  rail  carrier  property 
damage  cases  should  be  subject  to  laws 
other  than  Federal  law. 

(6)  Whether  the  right  to  claims  should 
be  limited  to  either  the  shipper  or 
receiver  of  property. 

(7)  Whether  maximum  time  limits 
should  be  imposed  on  the  Hling  of 
claims  with  rail  carriers  and  the  courts. 

(8)  Whether  the  prevailing  party  in  a 
claims  proceeding  should  be  awarded 
attorneys  fees  in  order  to  limit  needless 
litigation. 

(9)  Whether  excessive  attorneys  fees 
are  awarded  in  cases  under  section 
11707  of  title  49,  United  States  Code. 

(10)  Whether  claimants  should  be  able 
to  recover  damages  in  excess  of  the 
market  value  of  the  commodity 
transported  unless  liability  for  special  or 
consequential  damages  is  agreed  to  by 
the  carrier  in  imity. 

The  study  is  directed  at  reevaluating 
an  area  of  commercial  law  that  has  its 
roots  in  antiquity.  Because  of  its 
importance  to  commerce,  it  is  essential 
that  interested  parties  give  careful 
consideration  to  those  policies  that 
would  achieve  the  most  cost  effective 
results.  We  have  attached  a  partial 
bibliography  covering  the  legal, 
economic,  and  practical  aspects  of  cargo 
liability.  Parties  should  indicate  when 
they  are  responding  to  specific  questions 
as  opposed  to  offering  general 
observations. 

While  it  does  not  appear  that  this 
study  will  significantly  affect  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment,  energy 
consumption,  or  have  an  adverse  effect 
on  small  business,  comments  on  these 
matters  are  also  invited. 

(49  U.S.C.  10321;  section  211  of  the  Staggers 
Rail  Act,  Pub.  L  96-448) 

Decided:  March  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp. 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 
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intent  to  Engage  in  Compensated 
Intercorporate  Hauling  Operations 

This  is  to  provide  notice  as  required 
by  49  U.S.C.  10524(b)(l]  that  the  named 
corporations  intend  to  provide  or  use 
compensated  intercorporate  hauling 
operations  as  authorized  in  49  U.S.C. 
10524(b). 

1.  The  parent  corporation  and  address 
of  its  principal  office  is:  Atlantic  Steel 
Company,  P.O.  Box  1714,  Atlanta,  GA 
30301. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
are  participating  in  the  operations  and 
their  State(s)  of  incorporation  are: 

(a)  Atlantic  Building  Systems,  Inc., 

Georgia  Corporation 

(b)  Atlantic  Transportation  Company, 

Georgia  Corporation 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Domestic  Incorporated, 
1201  East  Bell  Street,  Bloomington, 
Illinois  61701. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
State(s)  of  incorporation: 

Name  and  State  of  Incorporation 
Domestic  Incorporated — ^Division:  The  Kent 

Company — New  York 
ASAB,  Inc. — Division:  Rollins  Building 

Services — Delaware 
Domestic  Sales  Corporation — Indiana 
ENVIROVAC,  Inc.— Illinois 
Facil,  Inc. — New  York 
Flymo,  Inc. — Washington 
Getinge  International,  Inc. — ^Illinois 
I  iusqvama  Motorcycle  Company,  Inc. — Ohio 
Partner  Pacific,  Inc. — Illinois 


Team  Textile  Service  Corporation — 
Pennsylvania 
Tecfor,  Inc. — ^New  York 
Viking  Sewing  Machine  Company,  Inc. — 
Minnesota 

National  Union  Electric  Corporation — 
Divisions:  The  Eureka  Company:  Napco 
Plastics  Company — Delaware 
Emerson  Quiet  Kool  Corporation — ^Delaware 
Emerson  International  Sales  Corporation — 
Delaware 

National  Union  Electric  International 
Corporation — Delaware 
The  Tappan  Company — Ohio 
Tappan  International,  Inc. — ^Delaware 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Ennis  Paint  Mfg.,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  6,  Ennis,  TX  75119. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations  and 
address  of  their  respective  principal 
offices:  (a)  Ennis  Steel  Industries,  P.O. 
Box  6,  Ennis,  TX  75119.  (b)  M.F.I..  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  6,  Ennis,  TX  75119.  (c) 

Anderson  &  Jourgensen  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  6.  Ennis.  TX  75119. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  E.  L  Mobley,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  1686,  21  East  Bay  Street,  Savannah, 
GA  31402. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiary  which 
will  participate  in  operations  and  state 
of  incorporation:  Savannah  Fast  Freight, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2665, 1123  Louisville  Road, 
Savannah,  GA  31402.  Incorporated  in 
the  State  of  Georgia. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Monsanto  Company, 

800  N.  Lindbergh  Boulevard,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63166. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
state(s]  of  incorporation: 

(a)  Farmers  Hybrid  Companies,  Inc., 
Employees  Mutual  Bldg.,  717  Mulberry 
St.,  P.O.  Box  4528,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309. 
A  Delaware  Corporation. 

(b)  Fisher  Controls  Company,  205 
Souffi  Center  St,  Marshalltown,  LA 
50158.  A  Delaware  Corporation. 

(c)  Fovil  Manufacturing  Company, 

In&,  P.O.  Drawer  729,  518  Bay  St.,  Foley, 
AL  36535.  A  Delaware  Corporation. 

(d)  FRP  Company,  P.O.  Box  349, 
Baxley,  GA  31513.  A  Delaware 
Corporation. 

(e)  Leonard  Construction  Company, 
Corporate  Square  Office  Park,  Box 
14547,  St  Louis,  MO  63178.  A  Delaware 
Corporation. 

(f)  Milwaukee  Die  Casting  Company, 
Inc.,  4132  North  Holton  St,  Milwaukee, 
WI 53211.  A  Delaware  Corporation. 

(g)  Monsanto  Canada,  Inc.,  2000 
Argentia  Rd.,  Mississauga,  Ontario,  L5N 
IV8.  Incorporated  in  the  Country  of 
Canada. 

(h)  Monsanto  Enviro-Chem  Systems, 
Inc.,  Corporate  Square  Office  Park,  Box 


17896 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


14547,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178.  A  Delaware 
Corporation. 

(i)  Monsanto  North  Carolina,  toe.,  P.O. 
Box  2307,  Fayetteville,  NC  28302‘.  A 
North  Carolina  Corporation. 

(j)  Olympia  Industries,  P.O.  Box  5397, 
Spartanburg,  SC  29301.  A  Delaware 
Corporation. 

(k)  Plax,  Inc.,  800  North  Lindbergh 
Blvd.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63166.  A  Delaware 
Corporation. 

(l)  Sport  Install,  Inc.,  Rt.  #7  Box  5,  Elm 
Point  Rd.,  St.  Charles,  MO  63301.  A 
Delaware  Corporation. 

(m)  The  Hale  Manufacturing 
Company,  58  Pomfret,  Putnam,  CT  06260. 
A  Delaware  Corporation. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  ofHce:  R.  J.  Reynolds 
Industries,  Inc.,  Reynolds  Boulevard, 
Winston-Salem,  North  Caroline  27102. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
address  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(a)  Alaska  Packers  Association,  P.O. 
Box  3326,  Bellevue,  Washington  98009. 

(b)  Del  Monte  Banana  Company,  P.O. 
Box  011940,  Miami,  Florida  33131. 

(c)  Dei  Monte  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
3575,  San  Francisco,  California  94119. 

(dj  D.  &  O. — Fairchild^  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
9967,  Yakima,  Washington  98909. 

(e)  Fairchild  General  Freight,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  9967,  Yakima,  Washington  98909. 

(f)  Ida-Cal  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Drawer 
M,  Nampa,  Idaho  83651. 

(g)  Oak  Grove  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
2276,  San  Leandro,  California  94577. 

(h)  Paddison  Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O, 
Box  2276,  San  Leandro,  California  94577. 

(i)  R.  J.  Reynolds  Tobacco  Company. 
P.O.  Box  2959,  Winston-Salem,  North 
Carolina  27102. 

(j)  RJR  Archer,  Inc.,  Reynolds 
Boulevard,  Winston-Salem,  North 
Carolina  27102. 

(k)  RJR  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3575,  San 
Francisco,  California  94119. 

(l)  Shippers  Imperial,  Inc.,  2277  7th 
Street,  Oakland,  California  94607. 

(m)  Willis  Shaw  Frozen  Express,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  Arkansas 
72728. 

(n)  Amtane,  Inc.,  9717  East  42nd 
Street,  Suite  100,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma 
74145. 

(o)  Morton  Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  3575,  San  Francisco,  California 
94119. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Shell  Oil  Company,  One 
Shell  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  2463,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
State(s)  of  incorporation: 

(i)  Western  Farm  Service,  Inc., 
Delaware. 


(ii)  Tunis  Coal  Company,  Delaware. 

(iii)  Triton  Coal  Company,  Delaware. 

(ivj  Shell  Pipe  Line  Corporation, 

Maryland. 

(v)  Shell  Export  Company,  Delaware. 

(vi)  SES,  Incorporated,  Delaware. 

(vii)  Seaway  II  Coal  Company, 
Delaware. 

(viii)  R.  &  F.  Coal  Company,  Ohio. 

(ix)  Pecten  Trading  Company, 
Delaware. 

(x)  Pecten  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Delaware. 

(xi)  Pecten  Arabian  Services 
Company,  Delaware. 

(xii)  International  Lubricant 
Corporation,  Louisiana. 

(xiii)  IND/AG  Chemicals,  Inc., 
California. 

(xix)  Cortez  Pipe  Line  Company, 
Delaware. 

(xx)  Blue  Dolphin  Pipe  Line  Company, 
Delaware. 

(xxij  Kernridge  Oil  Company, 
Delaware. 

(xxii)  Belridge  Farms,  California. 

(xxiii)  Belridge  Packing  Co., 

California. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  South  Furniture 
Company  of  Conover,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  307, 
Conover,  North  Carolina  28613. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiary  which, 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
State  of  incorporation:  Bracewell 
Furniture  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  867, 
Conover,  North  Carolina  28613. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  The  Valspar 
Corporation,  1101  Third  Street  South, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55415. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
the  address  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(a)  McWhorter,  Inc. 

(ij  Cottage  Place,  P.O.  Box  608, 
Carpentersville,  IL. 

(2)  200  Sayre  St.,  Rockford,  IL  61101. 

(3)  1401  Severn  Street,  P.O.  Box  778, 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21203. 

1.  The  parent  corporation  is  Western 
Gear  Corporation,  a  Washington  State 
corporation,  with  principal  offices  at 
2600  East  Imperial  Highway,  Lynwood, 
California  90262. 

2.  The  wholly-owned  subsidiaries 
which  will  participate  in  the  operations, 
and  States  of  incorporation: 

(i)  Cochran  Western  Corporation,  a 
California  corporation; 

(ii)  Sky  Climber,  Inc.,  a  Washington 
State  corporation;  and 

(iii)  Western  Gear  de  Mexico,  S.A.,  a 
corporation  of  Mexico. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Wingard  Corporation, 
1100  East  Presidio,  P.O.  Box  1506,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101. 


2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiary  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
state  of  incorporation:  Lone  Star  Pipe, 
Inc.,  a  Texas  corporation,  U.S.  Hwy  75 
South,  Ennis,  Texas  75119. 

1.  Parent  corporation,  Zalev  Brothers 
Limited,  100  Grand  Marais  Rd.  E., 
Windsor,  Ontario. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiary  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations.  The 
Far  Western  Trucking  Co.  Ltd.,  100 
Grand  Marais  Rd.  E.,  Windsor,  Ontario. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8574  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 
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[Petition  Volume  No.  OP3-200] 

Motor  Carrier;  Petitions  for 
Modification,  Interpretation  or 
Reinstatement  of  Operating  Rights 
Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority, 
or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority.All 
pleadings  and  documents  must  clearly 
specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g..  Ml  F, 

M2  F]  where  the  docket  is  so  identified 
in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
.applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  to 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
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application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  Ae  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the' affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner's  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  foimd  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277.  Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

MC  125985  (Sub-6)  (Ml)  and  MC 
125985  (Sub-9)  (M2),  filed  August  18, 

1980,  Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  to 
Modify  the  Commodity  Description. 
Petitioner:  AUTO  DRIVEAWAY 
COMPANY,  310  South  Michigan  Ave., 
Chicago,  EL  60604.  Representative: 

Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West  Hwy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Petitioner  holds 
common  carrier  authority  in  MC  125985 
(Sub-6),  served  December  15, 1971,  and 
MC  125985  (Sub-9),  served  April  22, 

1974.  MC  125985  (Sub-6)  authoritizes 
over  irregular  routes,  the  transportation 
of  motor  homes,  in  driveaway  service, 
betweem  points  in  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  HI).  MC  125985  (Sub-9) 
authorizes  over  irregular  routes  the 
transportation  of  motor  homes,  in 
driveaway  service,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (including  points  in  AK  and  HI, 
but  exluding  Mt.  Clemens  and  Pontiac, 
MI),  restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  traffic  between  points  in  CA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  both  commodity 
description  to  read:  “motor  homes  and 
automobiles,  in  driveaway  service.” 

MC  147524  (Sub-2M1F),  filed  February 
9, 1981,  Notice  of  Filing  of  a  Petition  to 
Add  a  Contracting  Shipper.  Petitioner: 
SINED  LEASING,  INC.,  108  High  St., 
Mount  Holly,  NJ  08060.  Representative: 
Frank  L.  Newburger,  III,  17th  Floor,  1234 
Market  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  contract  carrier 
Permit  In  MC  147524  (Sub-2F),  served 
February  4, 1981,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  liquid  sugar,  in  bulk,  (a)  from  New 
York,  NY  to  Chicago,  IL,  and  Twinsburg, 
OH,  Dayton,  OH,  Lynchburg,  Hollins, 
and  Roanoke,  VA,  Elkin.  Winston- 


Salem,  and  Greensboro,  NC,  and  Nitro, 
WV;  (b)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  Dayton, 
Akron,  Maple  Heights,  Athens,  and 
Columbus,  OH,  and  Detroit  MI;  (c) 
Chicago,  IL  and  Twinsburg,  OH;  (d)  from 
Lafayette,  IN  to  Twinsburg,  OH;  (e)  from 
Argo,  OK  to  Cincinnati,  Dayton,  and 
Athens,  OH;  and  (f)  from  Brooklyn,  NY 
to  Akron,  Maple  Heights,  and  Athens, 
OH;  (2)  dry  sugar,  in  bulk,  from  New 
York,  NY  and  Boston,  MA  to  Buffalo, 

NY;  (3)  liquid  com  syrup,  in  bulk,  (a) 
fi’om  Hammond,  IN  to  New  York,  NY, 
Fogelsville,  PA,  Baltimore,  MD,  and 
Frazer,  PA,  and  (b)  from  Chicago,  EL  to 
Fogelsville,  NY;  (4)  dry  flour,  in  bulk, 
from  Buffalo,  NY  to  points  in  NH,  CT, 
MA,  PA,  NJ  and  MD;  (5)  dry  flour,  in 
bags,  from  Buffalo,  NY  to  New  York,  NY, 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania;  and  (6)  dry  corn  starch,  in 
bulk,  fiom  Hammond,  IN,  to  Fogelsville, 
PA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with  (i) 
Beverage  Management  Inc.,  of 
Columbus,  OH,  (ii)  Revere  Sugar  Corp., 
of  Brooklyn,  NY,  (iii)  GCC  Beverages, 
Inc.,  of  Miami,  FIh  (iv)  F  &  M  Schaefer 
Brewing,  Inc.,  of  FogelsvUle,  PA,  (v) 
Standard  Milling  Company,  of  Kansas 
City,  MO,  and  (vi)  American  Maize 
Products  Co.,  of  Hammond,  IN. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  International  Multifoods 
Corporation  of  Minneapolis,  MN  and 
Refined  Syrups  &  Sugars,  Inc.,  of 
Yonkers,  NY  as  contracting  shippers. 
Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-a694  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  amj 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  fiom 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 


Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  rV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  afiecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
fit)m  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
efiect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  complicmce.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  efiective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  comliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

'To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract". 

Volume  No.  OPY-3012 

Decided  March  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  3114  (Sub-44),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  T.  H.  COMPTON.  INC. 
R.F.D.  No.  1.  Berkeley  Springs,  WV 
25411.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Coimecticut  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington.  DC  20006,  (202)  231-1174. 
Transporting  ores  and  minerals,  coal 
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and  coal  products,  clay,  concrete,  glass 
or  stone  products,  between  points  in  CT, 
DE.  MD,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  VA,  WV  and  DC. 

MC  8544  (Sub-41),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  GALVESTON  TRUCK 
UNE  CORPORATION,  7415  Wii^ate, 
Houston,  TX  77011.  Representative: 
William  E.  Collier,  8918  Tesoro  Dr.,  Suite 
515,  San  Antonio,  TX  78217  (512)  826- 
6496.  Transporting  floor  tiles,  between 
points  in  Harris,  Brazoria,  Waller, 

Liberty  and  Houston  Cooties,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AR.  KS.  LA,  MS,  MO,  OK,  and  TN. 

MC  8544  (Sub-42),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  GALVESTON  TRUCK 
UNE  CORPORATION,  7415  Wingate, 
Houston,  TX  77011.  Representative: 
William  E.  Collier,  8918  Tesoro  Drive, 
Suite  515,  San  Antonio,  TX  78217  (512) 
826-6496.  Transporting  general 
commodities,  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Houston  and 
Galveston,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  LA,  KS,  MO,  OK 
and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail  or 
water. 

MC  22484  (Sub-7),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  BROWN  FROM 
WABASH,  INC.,  403  S.  Cass  St, 

Wabash,  IN  46992.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240  (317)  846-6655. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  United  States 
Gypsum  Company  and  its  subsidiaries 
in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  26825  (Sub-57),  filed  February  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
ONES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1609,  Norfolk.  NE 
68701.  Representative:  Jack  L  Shultz, 

P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501  (402) 
475-6761.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Madison 
County,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CO,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS, 
MN.  MO.  ND.  OK,  SD.  TN,  TX,  WI,  and 
WY. 

MC  67234  (Sub-39),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  UNITED  VAN  UNES, 
INC..  One  United  Drive.  Fenton,  MO 
63026.  Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette, 
Jr.,  11  S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63105  (314)  727-0777.  Transporting 
sleeping  bags,  comforters,  dog  beds, 
shirts,  and  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  clothing  stores, 
between  Seattle,  WA,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Kinston,  NC,  and  Freeport,  ME. 

MC  77424  (Sub-55),  filed  February  24. 
1981.  Applicant:  WENHAM 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  3200  East 
Seventy-ninth  Street.  Cleveland,  OH 
44104.  Representative:  James  Johnson, 


(same  address  as  applicant)  (216)  883- 
4600.  Transportation  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  between  points  in  AL,  AR, 

CT,  DE.  FL,  GA.  IL,  IN,  lA,  KY,  LA.  MD. 
MA.  MI.  MN,  MS.  MO.  NJ,  NY.  NC.  OH. 
OK.  PA,  RI,  SC.  TN,  TX.  VA.  WV.  WI, 
and  DC. 

Note. — Issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  is  conditioned  upon  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  at  applicant's 
written  request  of  MC  77424  and  subs 
thereunder. 

MC  95084  (Sub-171),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  HO^^  TRUCK  LINE,  a 
Corporation,  Stanhope,  LA  50246. 
Representative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O. 
Box  279,  Ottumwa,  LA  52501  (515)  682- 
8154.  Transportation  lumber,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Midwest  Lumber 
Associates,  of  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  98964  (Sub-20),  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  P.B.I.  FREIGHT 
SERVICE,  a  Corporation,  960  North  1200 
West,  Orem,  UT  84057.  Representative: 
Lon  Rodney  Kump,  333  East  Fourth 
South,  Salt  Uke  City.  UT  84111  (801) 
328-8987.  Transportation  general 
commodities,  between  points  in  Utah, 

San  Juan  and  Grand  Counties,  UT, 
Apache  and  Navajo  Counties,  AZ,  and 
Dolores,  San  Miguel  and  Montexzuma 
Counties,  Co. 

Note. — (1)  To  the  extent  the  certificate 
granted  in  this  proceeding  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B  explosives 
it  will  expire  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance;  and  (2)  Applicant  intends  to  take 
this  authority  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  104675  (Sub-43),  filed  February  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  FRONTIER  DELIVERY, 
INC.,  4338  Ridge  Lea  Rd.,  Amherst,  NY 
14226.  Representative:  Ronald  W.  Malin, 
Bankers  Trust  Bldg.,  Jamestown,  NY 
14701  (716)  664-5210.  Transportation 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
NY,  CT.  MA.  NH,  VT,  and  RI.  Condition: 
Issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  is  subject  to  coincidental 
cancellation  of  carrier’s  existing 
certificate  in  MC  104675  and  related 
subs,  at  applicant’s  written  request. 

MC  107295  (Sub-1019),  filed  February 
17, 1981.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  146, 

Farmer  City,  IL  61842.  Representative: 
Duane  Zehr  (same  address  as  applicant) 
(309)  928-2141.  Transportation  building 
materials,  between  Cleveland,  OH, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Piscataway,  NJ,  Portland, 
OR,  Houston,  TX,  Minneapolis,  MN,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  Tustin,  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  112014  (Sub-31),  filed  February  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  SKAGIT  VALLEY 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  400, 


Mount  Vernon,  WA  98273. 

Representative:  Michael  D. 

Duppenthaler,  211  So.  Washington  St., 
Seattle.  WA  98104,  (206)  622- 
3220.Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  stores 
and  food  business  houses,  between 
points  in  WA,  OR,  and  CA. 

MC  116544  (Sub-244),  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALTRUK  FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS  INC.,  1703  Embarcadero  Rd. 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303.  Representative: 
Richard  G.  Lougee,  P.O.  Box  10061,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94303,  (415)  856- 
0117.Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
animal  feed  and  feed  ingredients, 
between  the  facilities  of  Kal-Kan  Foods, 
at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  120364  (Sub-33),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  A  &  B  FREIGHT  LINE, 
INC.,  .4805  Sandy  Hollow  Rd.,  Rockford, 

IL  61109.  Representative:  James  A. 
Spiegel,  Olde  Towne  Office  Park,  6425 
Odana  Rd.,  Madison,  WI  53719,  (608) 
273-1003.Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  the 
distributors  of  agricultural  supplies  and 
equipment,  between  points  in  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Timm’s 
Grain  &  Supply,  Inc.,  of  Holcomb,  IL. 

MC  125535  (Sub-26),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant;  NATIONAL  SERVICE 
LINES  INC.  OF  NEW  JERSEY,  2275 
Schuetz  Rd.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63141. 
Representative:  Donald  S.  Helm  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (314)  569- 
1161.Transporting  paper  and  paper 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Crown 
Zellerbach  Corporation,  of  Glens  Falls, 
NY. 

MC  127524  (Sub-28),  filed  February  20. 
1981.  Applicant;  QUADREL  BROS, 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1603  Hart  St., 
Rahway.  NJ  07065.  Representative: 

David  L.  Middleton  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (201)  381-6400Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
CT,  DE,  GA,  IN.  IL.  KY,  ME.  MD,  MA, 
NH.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  OH.  PA.  RI.  SC.  VA. 

VT,  WV.  and  DC. 

MC  129784  (Sub-17),  filed  February  20, 
1981.  Applicant;  DAVISON 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  846, 
Ruston,  LA  71270.  Representative:  Tom 
E.  Moore  (same  address  as  applicant) 
(318)  255-3850.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Kerr-McGee  Corporation,  of 
Oklahoma  City,  OK. 

MC  134105  (Sub-98),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1706  Rossville  Ave., 
Chattanooga,  TN  37408.  Representative: 
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James  E.  Elgin  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (615)  756-3066.  Transporting 
textile  mill  products,  between  points  in 
AL,  AZ,  DE,  GA,  TN,  and  SC.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC 134105  (Sub-99),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  CEL^YVALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1706  Rossville 
Avenue,  Chattanooga,  TN  37408. 
Representative:  James  E.  Elgin  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (615)  756-4066. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Nash  County,  NC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  134235  (Sub-32),  filed  February  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  KUHNLE  BROTHERS. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  375,  Newbury,  OH  44065. 
Representative:  Neal  A.  Jackson,  1156 
15th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20005 
(202)  223-6680.  Transporting /ood  ond 
related  products,  between  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  NE, 

KS.  MO.  AR.  and  LA. 

MC  135895  (Sub-125),  filed  February 
26, 1981.  Applicant:  B  &  R  DRAYAGE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville,  MS  38701  (601)  335-3576. 
Transporting  loud  speakers  and 
electrical  amplification  systems, 
between  points  in  Lauderdale  and  Scott 
Counties,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  139434  (Sub-11),  filed  February  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  MID-AMERICA 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9,  Nebraska 
City,  NE  68401.  Representative:  Arthur  J. 
Cerra,  2100  Charter  Bank  Center,  P.O. 
Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141,  (816) 
842-8600.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Douglas 
County,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  IN,  MA,  MD,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  OH,  and  DC. 

MC  141255  (Sub-18),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  TAbTOY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2560  E.  Long 
Ave.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76111. 
Representative:  Roy  Beans  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (817)  834-0182. 
Transporting  alcoholic  beverages  and 
malt  beverages,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Oley  Distributing  Company,  of  Fort 
Worth.  TX. 

MC  142765  (Sub-11),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  AM^ICAN 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  797  Amity 
Road,  Bethany,  CT  06525. 
Representative:  Guy  H.  Postell,  Suite 
713,  3384  Peachtree  Road  NE..  Atlanta, 
GA  30326,  (404)  237-6472.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  cosmetics. 


between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Avon 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Newark,  DE. 

MC  144094  (Sub-6),  filed  February  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALADDIN,  INC.,  15 
Scout  Ave.,  Kearny,  NJ  07032. 
Representative:  Edward  F.  Bowes,  P.O. 
Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd.,  Fairfield,  NJ 
07006,  (201)  575-7700.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Wella  Corporation,  of  Englewood,  NJ, 
and  Knomark,  Inc.,  of  Jamaica,  NY. 

MC  144715  (Sub-17),  filed  February  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  ANDERSON  &  WEBB 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1523, 

542  West  Independence  Blvd.,  Mt.  Airy, 
NC  27030.  Representative:  Eric 
Meierhoefer,  Suite  423, 1511  K  Street 
NW..  Washington,  DC  20005,  (202)  347- 
9332.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  Richmond,  VA,  Battle 
Creek,  MI,  Tacoma,  WA,  and  North 
Sioux  City,  SD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  144765  (Sub-2),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  WATERVILLE- 
CASCADE  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1686,  Wenatchee,  WA  98801. 
Representative:  Robert  G.  Gleason,  1127 
10th  East,  Seattle,  WA  98102,  (206)  325- 
8875.  Transporting  petroleum  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Schaeffer 
Mfg.  Co.,  of  St  St.  Louis,  MO. 

MC  145494  (Sub-7),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  EDINA  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  42,  Mauricetown, 
NJ  08329.  Representative:  Laurence  J. 
DiStefano,  Jr.,  1101  Wheaton  Avenue, 
Millville.  NJ,  (816)  397-2231. 

Transporting  metal  products,  between 
the  facilities  of  Smith  Valve  Company  in 
the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145794  (Sub-3),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARDS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INCORPORATED.  P.O.  Box 
362,  Darlington,  SC  29532. 
Representative:  Martin  S.  Driggers,  P.O. 
Box  1439,  Hartsville,  SC  29550,  (803) 
332-5151.  Transporting  (1)  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  (2)  lumber  and 
wood  products,  and  (3)  pipe  and  roofing 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146065  (Sub-3),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAY  TRANSFER  INC., 
1245  South  West  St.,  P.O.  Box  1426, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46206.  Representative: 
John  H.  Day  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (317)  638-3320.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Nice-Pak  Products,  Inc.,  of  Mooresville, 
IN. 


MC  146754  (Sub-8),  filed  February  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  TENNANT  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Route  1.  P.O.  Box  233, 

Orion,  II 61273.  Representative:  Joseph 
Winter,  29  South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603,  (312)  263-2306.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  dealers  of  building 
materials  and  supplies,  between  Moline, 
IL,  Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in  Collin 
County,  TX,  and  Cowley  County,  KS,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  147494  (Sub-3),  filed  February  9. 
1981.  Applicant:  BOBBY  KITCHENS, 

INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5690,  Jackson,  MS 
39208.  Representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson, 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22807,  Jackson,  MS  39203, 
(601)  969-3424.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Lamb- 
Weston,  Inc.,  of  Portland,  OR. 

MC  148764  (Sub-5),  filed  February  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  BUFFALO  FUEL 
CORP.,  2445  Allen  Ave.,  Niagara  Fails, 
NY  14303.  Representative:  William  J. 
Hirsch,  1125  Convention  Tower,  43 
Court  St..  Buffalo.  NY  14202,  (716)  853- 
0200.  Transporting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  points  in  CT,  MAR,  RI,  MI,  NJ, 
NY.  VT.  OH.  WV.  DE,  MD,  PA.  LN.  IL, 

TN,  KY.  WI,  VA.  and  MN. 

MC  148874  (Sub-5),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  PROFICIENT  FOOD 
CO.,  17872  Cartwright  Road,  Irvine,  CA 
92705.  Representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20006,  (202)  833-8884. 
Transporting  food  and  relat^  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Ore-Ida 
Foods,  Inc.,  of  Boise,  ID. 

MC  148874  (Sub-6),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  PROFICIENT  FOOD 
CO.,  17872  Cartwright  Road,  Irvine,  CA 
92705.  Representative:  Floyd  L  Farano, 
2555  E.  Chapman  Ave.,  Suite  415, 
Fullerton,  CA  92631,  (714)  773-4111. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  George  A. 
Hormel  &  Co.,  of  Austin,  MN  55912. 

MC  149385  (Sub-2),  filed  February  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  WHITE  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING  CO..  P.O.  Box  96,  Wasco,  IL 
60183.  Representative:  Leonard  R. 
Kofkin,  39  South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603,  (312)  236-9375.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Fiberesin  Industries,  Inc.,  of 
Oconomowoc,  WI. 

MC  150865  (Sub-3),  filed  February  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 
WESTERN  TRANSPORTATION  CO.. 
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INC.,  3934  Thurman  Road,  Forest  Park, 
GA  30051.  Representative:  Ronald  J. 
Turner  (same  address  as  applicant), 

(404)  363-1200'.  Transporting  furniture 
and  fixtures,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  James 
David,  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis,  MO. 

MC  151365  (Sub-3),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  MAC  OF  WISCONSIN, 
INC.,  26  Lake  View  Dr.,  Sullivan,  WI 
53178.  Representative:  Steven  L 
Weiman.  4  Professional  Dr.,  Suite  145, 
Gaithersburg,  MD  20760,  (414)  261-6740. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  on  and  east  of  a  line  begiiming  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  MN,  then  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
U.S.-Canada  Boimdary  line. 

Note. — ^The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  conunon  control  of  applicant 
and  another  regulated  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  for  approval  of  common 
control  under  49  U.S.C.  i  11343-11344,  or 
submit  an  a^idavit  to  the  Secretary's  office 
indicating  why  such  approval  is  unnecessary. 
In  order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any  authority 
please  submit  a  copy  of  the  affidavit  or  proof 
of  filing  the  application  for  common  control 
to  Team  3,  Room  2158. 

MC  152455  (Sub-1),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  A-1  WRECKER 
SERVICE  OF  CHATHAM  COUNTY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  641,  Pittsboro,  NC  27312. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O. 
Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168,  (703) 
629-2818.  Transporting  transportation 
equipment,  between  points  in  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
OK  and  TX,  and  those  points  in  the  U.S. 
in  and  east  of  LA,  AR,  MO,  LA,  and  MN. 

MC  152824  (Sub-1),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  W  &  S  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  7804  Idaho  Lane, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55445.  Representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1600  TCF  Tower, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Veblen 
Cheese  Factory,  Inc,,  of  Veblen,  SD. 

MC  153025  (Sub-1),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  FLANCO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  3105  North 
U.S.  Highway  75,  Corsicana,  TX  75110. 
Representative:  James  W.  Hightower, 
5801  Marvin  D.  lx>ve  Freeway,  #301, 
Dallas.  TX  75237,  (214)  339-4108. 
Transporting  (1)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Guardian  Industries  Corporation,  in 
Navarro  County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO, 
FL,  GA,  KS,  LA,  MS.  MO.  NE,  NM.  OK. 
TN.  and  TX,  and  (2)  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Navarro  County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OK,  LA,  GA, 
MS,  IL.  PA,  SC.  and  TX. 

MC  153495  (Sub-l),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  STAGECOACH 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  7965  E.  190th  Street, 
Hastings,  MN  55033.  Representative:  Val 
M.  Higgins,  1600  TCF  Tower,  121  So.  8th 
St..  Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612)  333- 
1341.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  South  St. 

Paul  Feed,  Inc.,  of  South  St.  Paul,  MN. 

MC  153674  (Sub-1),  filed  February  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  L.  U.  CARRIERS,  INC., 
Route  2,  P.O.  Box  452,  Castle  Hayne,  NC 
28429.  Representative:  John  C.  Bradley, 
Suite  1301, 1600  Wilson  Blvd.,  Arlington, 
VA  22209,  (703)  522-0900.  Transporting 
forest  products,  pulp,  paper,  and  related 
products,  and  lumber,  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Federal  Paper  Board  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Riegelwooi  NC. 

MC  153835  (Sub-1),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROCK-CO 
TRANSroRT,  LTD.,  621  Prairie  Avenue, 
Boone,  lA  50036.  Representative:  James 

M.  Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  Transporting 
chemicals,  between  points  in  Marshall 
County,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  LA. 

MC  154364,  filed  February  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  QUALITY  TRANSPORT— A 
DIVISION  OF  CAROLINA  TRAILERS 
RENTALS.  INC.,  3124  North  Blvd., 
Raleigh,  NC  27604.  Representative:  Eric 
Meieriioefer,  1511  K  Street  NW.,  Suite 
423,  Washington,  DC  20005,  (202)  347- 
9332.  Transporting  genera/  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Facet  ^ 
Enterprises,  Inc. — General  Products 
Division,  of  Henderson,  NC. 

MC  154365,  filed  February  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  FREDDIE  STEWARD,  d.b.a. 
FREDDIE  STEWARD  TRUCKING,  301 

N.  8th  St.,  West  Memphis,  AR  72301. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Grogan,  20th 
Floor,  First  Tennessee  Bldg.,  Memphis, 
TN  38103,  (901)  525-8231.  Transporting 
air  pollution  control  devices  and 
systems,  pneumatic  conveying  systems, 
and  metal  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  DynaSteel  Coporation,  of  Memphis, 
TN 

MC  154425,  filed  February  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRUAX  OIL,  INC.,  1760  SW 


Third  St.,  Corvallis,  OR  97330. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  NW  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210, 
(503)  226-3755.  Transporting  petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products,  between 
points  in  OR  and  WA. 

MC  154474,  filed  February  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  NADINE  PERMANN,  d.b.a. 
HAPPY  TIMES,  UNLIMITED,  15494 
Palmdale  Rd.,  Victorville,  CA  92392. 
Representative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen, 
2029  Century  Park  East,  Suite  4150,  Los 
Angeles.  CA  90067,  (213)  879-5955.  As  a 
broker,  at  Victorville,  GA,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  and  charter  operations,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

ire  Doc.  81-fl69fi  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Conunission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant's  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
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applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  rV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Conunission's  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  signiHcantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  veriHed 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  became  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems]  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long-as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  efiective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplicatim  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-013 

Decided  March  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  146464  (Sub-7),  filed  Febraury  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  NEVADA  GENERAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1181,  Lamoille,  NV  89828. 
Representative:  David  E.  Wishney,  P.O. 
Box  837,  Boise.  ID  83701,  (208)  336-5955. 
Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions], 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  148644  (Sub-1),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  GARY  W.  GLASS, 
d.b.a.  GLASS  ENTERPRISES.  3117 
Christine,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 


Representative:  Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008 
Clark  Tower,  5100  Popular  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38137,  (901)  767-5600. 
Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  U.S. 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  151654  (Sub-l),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  DENNIS  D. 

RICHM^ER,  5661  Bates  Ave.,  Denver. 

CO  80227.  Representative:  Edward  C. 
Hasting,  653  Grant  St.,  Denver,  CO 
80203,  (303)  837-1204.  Transporting  food 
and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  154334,  filed  February  18. 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  INTERNATIONAL 
SHIPPING  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
1001  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Suite  628, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Representative: 
Robert  A.  Warren  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (202)  833-5750.  As  a  broker 
oi  general  commodities  (except 
household  gocis),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  154404,  filed  February  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  KUEHNE  &  NAGEL 
DISTRIBUTION  SERVICES.  INC.,  955 
Pratt  Blvd.,  Elk  Grove  Village,  EL  60007. 
Representative:  Martin  W.  Dooley,  2420 
East  Oakton,  Arlington  Heights,  IL 
60005,  (312)  364-0500.  As  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154415,  filed  February  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  R.  BAIR,  2605 
Barton  Drive,  Cinnaminson,  N]  08077. 
Representative:  (same  as  applicant), 
(609)-829-4671.  lYansporting  food  and 
other  edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizer,  and 
other  soil  conditioners  by  ttie  owner  of 
the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8695  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Restriction  Removais; 
Decision-Notice 

March  16, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 


1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR 1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Alspaugh,  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L.  Merganovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  2229  (Sub-271)X,  filed  March  9, 

1981.  Applicant:  SPECTOR  RED  BALL, 
INC.,  3177  Irving  Boulevard,  Dallas, 
Texas  75247.  Representative:  Joseph  S. 
Ruscetta  (same  address).  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  bxim  its 
Sub-No.  180  certificate  to  (1)  delete  all 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodity 
authority  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives;  (2)  allow  it  to  serve  all 
intermediate  points  between  Houston 
and  a  described  junction  near  Kent,  TX; 
between  Houston  and  a  described 
junction  near  Harper,  TX;  between  El 
Paso,  TX  and  Phoenix,  AZ;  between 
Lordsburg,  NM  and  Tucson,  AZ; 
between  Amarillo,  TX  and  San 
Bernardino,  CA;  and  between  Barstow, 
CA  and  junction  CA  Hwy  58  and 
Interstate  Hwy  5;  (3)  remove  the 
limitations  “serving  specified  points  for 
purposes  of  joinder  only"  wherever  they 
appear  in  the  certificates;  and  (4) 
remove  the  “originating  at  and  destined 
to”  restriction. 

MC  6575  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  G.  ARREDONDO 
TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  270  Guadalupe 
St,  Laredo,  TX  78040.  Representative: 
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Eduardo  Pena,  Jr.,  243  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20045. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-No.  2  certificates  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
in  both  certificates  by  removing  all 
restrictions  from  its  general 
commodities  authority  “except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives”  and  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  in  the  lead 
certificate,  limiting  service  between 
Laredo,  TX,  and  a  specific  port  of  entry 
at  or  near  Laredo,  TX  on  the  U.S.- 
Mexico  boundary  line,  and  replace 
Laredo,  TX  with  county-wide  authority 
to  authorize  service  between  Webb 
County,  TX  and  points  within  five  miles 
of  Laredo,  TX,  and  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Mexico  boundary  line  in 
Texas. 

MC  21866  (Sub-195)X,  filed  March  9. 
1981.  Applicant:  WEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  740  South  Reading 
Avenue,  Boyertown,  PA  19512. 
Representative:  Alan  Kahn,  1430  Land 
Title  Building,  Philadelphia,  PA  19110. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  136F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  from 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions) 
to  "general  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives);”  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  by  removing 
facilities  limitations  and  expanding  to 
county-wide  authority  and  to  authorize 
radial  service  between  points  in  Berks 
and  Dauphin  Coimties,  PA,  (facilities  at 
Boyertown  and  Harrisbiug,  PA),  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States;  and  (3)  remove  the 
exceptions  of  AK  and  HI. 

MC  22179  (Sub-27)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  FREEMAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  419  Jackson  Avenue,  Oxford, 
MS  38655.  Representative:  Douglas  C. 
Wynn.  P.O.  Btox  1295,  Greenville.  MS 
38701.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  8, 

15. 17,  20.  22F.  23F,  and  24F  certificates, 
and  in  its  certificate  acquired  in  No.  MC- 
F 13931F  (portion  of  MC-141853),  in 
which  issuance  of  a  certificate  is 
pending,  by  broadening  its  territorial 
descriptions  to  (1)  authorize  service  at 
all  intermediate  points  where  service  is 
limited  to  specified  intermediate  points 
or  no  intermediate  point  service  in  the 
regular  route  portions  of  (a)  the  lead 
certificate,  part  (1)  between  Grenada, 
MS,  and  Kosciusko,  MS,  and  in  part  (2), 
between  Memphis.  TN,  and  Oxford,  MS, 
(b)  in  Sub-No.  8,  between  Kosciusko, 

MS,  and  Grenada,  MS  and  (c)  in  Sub-No. 
17,  between  Yazoo  City,  MS,  and 
Vicksburg,  MS;  (2)  replace  its  cities  and/ 
or  facilities  with  county-wide  authority 
(a)  in  Sub-No.  15,  named  facilities 
located  at  or  near  Oxford,  MS,  with 


Lafayette  County,  MS,  (b)  in  Sub-No. 

20F,  named  facilities  located  at  or  near 
Kosciusko,  MS,  with  Attala  County,  MS. 
(c)  in  Sub-No.  22F,  named  facilities  in 
Warren  County,  MS,  with  Warren 
County,  MS  (d)  in  Sub-No.  23F,  Oxford, 
MS,  with  Lafayette  County,  MS,  (e)  in 
Sub-No.  24F,  Vicksburg,  MS,  with 
Warren  County,  MS,  and  (f)  in  MC-F 
13931F,  Belzani,  Rolling  Fork,  Yazoo 
City,  and  Vicksburg,  MS,  with 
Humphreys,  Sharkey,  Yazoo,  and 
Warren  Counties,  MS;  (3)  change  its 
one-way  authority  to  radial  authority  (a) 
in  Sub-No.  15,  between  Lafayette 
County,  MS,  and  specified  points  in  AL 
and  TN,  (b)  in  Sub-No.  20F,  between 
Nashville,  TN,  and  points  in  Attala 
County,  MS,  and  (c)  in  Sub-No.  22F,  part 

(1) ,  between  Warren  County,  MS,  and 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  KY,  LA,  and  TN, 
and  in  part  (2),  between  AL,  GA,  and 
KY,  to  points  in  Warren  County,  MS;  (4) 
eliminate  the  originating  at  and  destined 
to  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  20F,  and  22F; 
and  (5)  eliminate  the  “cement  in 
containers!’  exception  in  the  commodity 
description,  in  MC-F  13931F. 

Note. — ^Applicant's  ability  to  tack  authority 
acquired  in  MC-F  13931  with  its  other 
authority  will  be  governed  by  the  rules 
contained  at  49  CFR  Part  1042. 

MC  27580  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  5, 

1981.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  CORY 
DEUVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  114  Liberty 
Street,  Suite  204,  New  York,  NY  10006. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
NY  10048.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  4,  5, 
and  7  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  uncrated 
new  furniture  in  its  lead  and  Sub-No.  5, 
from  new  furniture,  refused,  rejected,  or 
damaged  shipments  of  new  funiiture  in 
Sub-No.  4,  and  from  uncrated  furniture 
in  Sub-No.  7,  to  “furniture  and  fixtures"; 

(2)  authorize*radial  service  in  place  of 
existing  one-way  authority:  (a)  between 
New  York,  NY  and  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Coimecticut,  and 
Pennsylvania  in  its  lead,  (b)  between 
Jersey  City,  NJ  and  points  in  that  peirt  of 
New  York  and  New  Jersey  within  50 
miles  of  the  New  York,  NY,  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission  in  1 
M.C.C.  665  in  Sub-No.  4,  and  (c)  between 
Suffolk  County,  NY,  and  points  in 
Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
Pennsylvania  in  Sub-No.  5;  and  (3) 
remove  the  restriction  limiting  service  to 
retail  delivery  service  in  Sub-No.  5. 

MC  57992  (Sub-13)X.  filed  March  9. 
1981.  Applicant:  SEWELL  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  149  South  Mulberry 
Street,  Wilmington.  OH  45177. 
Representative:  Joe  F.  Asher,  88  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 


Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restriction 
limiting  its  service  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail,  in 
its  Sub-No.  9F  certificate  on  movements 
between  Columbus,  OH,  and  points  in  7 
^tates. 

MC  71452  (Sub-22)X.  filed  March  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  INDIANA  TRANSIT 
SERVICE,  INC.,  4300  West  Morris 
Street,  Indianapolis,  IN  46241. 
Representative:  Warren  A.  Goff,  2008 
Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Avenue, 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
Nos.  8  and  10  certicates  to  (1)  broaden 
(a)  the  general  commodities  descriptions 
(with  the  usual  exceptions)  to  “general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)"  in  the  lead  (sheet  1)  and 
Sub-Nos.  8  and  10  and  (b)  magazines  to 
“printed  matter"  in  the  lead  (sheet  2);  (2) 
remove  the  ex-air  restriction  and  replace 
the  airport  restriction  with  city-wide 
authority  to  serve  Indianapolis,  IN  in  the 
lead  and  name  sub  numbers;  and  (3) 
replace  city-wide  with  county-wide 
authority  in  the  lead;  Watseka  with 
Iroquois  County,  IL  and  Louisville  with 
Jefferson  County,  KY. 

MC  85451  (Sub-22)X,  filed  March  6. 
1981.  Applicant:  BLUEBONNET 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18205, 

Houston,  TX  77023.  Representative: 
Warren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  11  and  19  certificates  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  general  commodities,  with 
exceptions  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)”; 
and  (2)  remove  the  “ex-air"  restriction. 

MC  85970  (Sub-51)X,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  SARTAIN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1298,  Dyersburg, 

TN  38024.  Representative:  Thomas  A. 
Stroud,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar 
Avenue,  Memphis,  TN  38137.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restriction  from  its  Sub- 
No.  8  certificate  to  (1)  remove  all 
exceptions  on  its  general  commodities 
authority  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives;  (2)  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  between  Memphis, 
TN  and  Union  City,  TN,  between 
Memphis,  TN  and  Bradford,  TN,  and 
between  Dyersburg,  TN  and  St.  Louis, 
MO;  and  (3)  eliminate  a  restriction 
limiting  service  at  Memphis,  TN  to  that 
portion  of  Memphis  and  its  commercial 
zone  lying  wholly  within  TN,  to  remove 
a  restriction  against  handling  traffic 
originating  at,  destined  to,  or 
interchanged  at  Dyersburg,  TN  and  its 
commercial  zone,  to  eliminate  a 
restriction  against  handling  traffic  at  St. 
Louis,  MO  and  East  St.  Louis,  MO  and 
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their  commercial  zones  which  originates 
at  or  is  destined  to  Dyersburg  or 
Newbem,  TN  and  points  in  their 
commercial  zones,  and  to  eliminate  a 
restriction  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  between  points  in  the  St.  Louis 
MO,  East  St.  Louis,  IL  commercial  zone, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Memphis  and  Jackson.  TN  and  points  in 
their  commercial  zones. 

MC  99208  (Sub-17)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  SIC^NE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3569, 131  Quincy  Avenue,  Knoxville,  TN 
37917.  Representative:  Blaine  Buchanan, 
1024  James  Building,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37402.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-Nos.  3,  4,  5,  8, 

11, 12, 13, 14F,  and  15F  certiHcates  to  (1) 
remove  all  exceptions  from  its  general 
commodity  authority  except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives;  (2)  remove  the 
“originating  at  or  destined  to”  restriction 
in  Sub-No.  3;  and  (3)  allow  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  between  Knoxville, 
TN  and  Harlan,  KY  in  Sub-No.  4; 
between  Knoxville,  TN  and  Birmingham, 
AL  in  Sub-No.  12;  and  between 
Newport,  TN  and  Charlotte,  NC  in 
Sub.No.  14F. 

MC  104881  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  GAY  TRUCK  UNE, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  134,  Falkner,  MS  38629. 
Representative:  Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr., 

17th  Floor,  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza.  P.O. 
Box  22567,  Jackson,  MS  39205.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
Nos.  2  and  7F  certificates  (1)  to  remove 
all  exceptions  from  the  general 
commodities  authorization,  except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives;  and  (2]  to 
authorize  service  to  all  intermediate 
points  on  regular  routes  in  Sub-No.  2 
between  points  in  MS  and  TN;  (3)  to 
remove  a  restriction  in  its  Sub-No.  2 
certificate  prohibiting  tacking  of 
irregular-route  authority  to  regular-route 
authority,  and  to  convert  that  irregular- 
route  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  Ripley,  MS  and  Hohenwald, 

TN. 

MC  107304  (Sub-10}X,  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANSWAY,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  1266,  Metairie,  70004. 
Representative:  Warren  A.  Goff,  2008 
Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Avenue, 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  9  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  (a)  dated 
publications  to  “printed  matter”  in  its 
lead  (b)  general  commodities  (with 
exceptions]  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)”  in 
Sub-No.  9,  (2)  delete  the  restriction 
limiting  transportation  to  trafiic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air  in 
Sub-No.  9. 


MC  110191  (Sub-41)X,  filed  February 
19, 1981,  previously  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  11, 1981,  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TURNER’S  EXPRESS. 

INCORPORATED,  1300  Shelton  Avenue, 
Norfolk,  VA  23501.  Representative:  W. 

P.  Davis,  P.O.  Box  1006,  Norfolk,  VA 
23501.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  17, 

19,  20,  21,  22,  25,  37,  38  and  40 
certificates  (1)  by  broadening  the 
commodity  description  in  its  lead  from 
general  commodities  with  the  usual 
exceptions  to  “general  commodities 
except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives”;  in 
its  Sub-No.  22  fi'om  margarine  and  in  its 
Sub-No.  37  fi:om  nonalcoholic  beverages 
to  “food  and  related  products"  and  in  its 
Sub-No.  38,  from  automobile  parts, 
automobile  supplies  and  equipment  to 
“transportation  equipment”;  (2)  by 
authorizing  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  along  its  regular  routes  between 
Virginia  and  New  York;  (3)  by 
expanding  irregular  authority  to 
appropriate  county-wide  auUiority,  in 
Sub-No.  17  fi^m  Ahoskie,  NC,  to  points 
in  Hertford  County,  NC;  in  Sub-No.  20 
from  Charleston.  Clarksburg,  Fairmont, 
Flemington,  Huntington,  Parkersburg, 
Princeton,  and  Morgantown,  WV,  to 
points  in  Cabell,  Harrison,  Kanawha, 
Marion,  Mercer,  Monogalia,  Taylor  and 
Wood  Counties,  WV;  in  Sub-No.  21  fi'om 
named  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  at 
Franklin,  VA,  to  points  in  Isle  of  Wight 
and  Southampton,  VA;  in  Sub-No.  22 
from  named  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  at  Pennsauken,  NJ,  to  points  in 
Camden  County,  in  Sub-No.  25  fitim 
Exmore,  VA,  to  points  in  Accomack  and 
Northampton  Counties,  VA;  (4)  by 
broadening  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  20, 
21,  22,  37,  and  40  one-way  authority  on 
routes  extending  throughout  the  eastern 
United  States;  and  (5)  by  removing 
restrictions  in  its  lead  limiting  service  to 
service  for  purposes  of  joinder  only,  and 
limiting  service  to  points  within  a 
certain  number  of  specified  miles  of 
New  York,  NY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Newark,  NJ,  Baltimore.  MD, 

Washington,  DC,  Norfolk,  VA,  and 
points  with  Accomack  and  Northampton 
Counties,  VA;  in  Sub-No.  17  limiting 
service  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  points  north  of  the 
Maryland-Virginia  State  line  and 
against  the  transportation  of  meats,  etc. 
between  New  York,  Newark,  and 
Philadelphia;  in  Sub-No.  19  prohibiting 
service  in  bulk  and  that  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  having  prior  or 
subsequent  motor  movements  from 
Norfolk  or  Suffolk,  VA,  or  a  prior  or 
subsequent  rail  or  water  movement  from 
any  point;  in  Sub-No.  20  limiting  service 


against  transportation  of  imported 
foodstuffs,  requiring  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  and 
restricting  service  to  traffic  originating 
at  a  named  plantsite  and  destined  to 
name  points;  in  Sub-No.  21  restricting 
service  to  traffic  originating  at  a  named 
plantsite  and  destined  to  named  points 
in  Sub-No.  22  requiring  service  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration;  and  in  Sub-No.  25 
restricting  service  to  shipments 
originating  at  or  destined  to  named 
facilities  at  Exmore,  VA.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  give  notice  of  the 
expansion  of  the  commodities  in 
applicant’s  Sub-No.  38. 

MC  110841  (Sub-22}X.  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  PORT  NORRIS 
EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  North  Avenue,  Port 
Norris,  NJ  08349.  Representative: 

William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box 
1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restriction  in  its  Sub- 
No.  16  certificate  to  broaden  the 
commodity  description  fix)m  cullet,  in 
bulk,  to  “commodities  in  bulk”. 

MC  111231  (Sub-346]X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  610  East  Emma  Avenue, 

Springdale.  AR  72764.  Representative: 
James  H.  Berry  (same  address  as 
applicant].  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  41  certificate 
to  (1]  broaden  its  commodity  description 

(a]  from  general  commodities  (with 
exceptions]  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives]”, 

(b]  from  steel  and  steel  products  to 
“metal  articles”  and  (c]  fit)m  canned 
goods  to  “food  and  related  products”,  (2] 
broaden  the  territorial  description  (a]  by 
authorizing  service  at  all  intermediate 
points,  where  service  is  limited  to 
specified  intermediate  points  or  no 
intermediate  point  service  in  connection 
with  its  regular-route  general  commodity 
operations  between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Chicago,  IL,  (b]  authorize  radial  3er\'ice 
in  place  of  existing  one-way  authority  in 
connection  with  applicant's  irregular- 
route  transportation  of  metal  articles,  as 
follows:  between  points  on  the 
described  regular  routes  and  Kansas 
City,  KS,  and  points  in  IL  and  MO. 

MC  112908  (Sub-12]X.  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  KINGSWAY 
TRANSPORTS  LIMITED.  123  Rexdale 
Boulevard,  Rexdale.  Ontario,  CN  M9W 
1P3.  Representative:  John  W.  Bryant,  900 
Guardian  Building,  Detroit,  MI  48226. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  in  its  Sub-No.  IF  certificate  and 
MC-126672,  acquired  in  No.  MC-F- 
14180F  (issuance  of  a  certificate  is 
pending]  to  (1]  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities. 
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with  exceptions  to  “general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)"  in  Sub-No.  1;  (2)  remove  the 
speciflc  port  of  entry  at  Detroit,  MI  to 
authorized  radial  service  “between 
Detroit.  MI  and  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  US 
and  CN  in  MI  in  Sub-No.  1:  and  (3) 
remove  the  specified  ports  of  entry  in 
VT  and  NY  to  authorize  radial  service 
“between  ports  of  entry  on  the  US-CN 
boundary  in  NY  and  VT  and  points  in 
ME.  NH.  VT.  CT.  RI.  and  NY. 

MC 116519  (Sub-92)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  FREDERICK 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  R.R.  No.  6, 
Chatham,  Ontario,  Canada  N7M 
5j6.Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite 
733  Investment  Building,  1511  K  Street, 
N.W„  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-6lF  certificate  to  (1)  delete 
the  exception  in  its  building  materials 
authority  of  “refractories  and  brick”  in 
part  5;  (2)  eliminate  the  facilities 
limitations  at  specified  points  in  IL,  lA, 
and  IN;  and  (3)  authorize  radial 
authority  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada  in  MI  and  NY,  and 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  13  western 
States).  Removal  of  these  restrictions 
will  subsume  parts  1-4  of  applicant’s 
authority  authorizing  service  between 
specified  points  in  IL,  lA,  and  IN  and 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  U.S.  and 
Canada  in  MI  and  NY. 

MC  117765  (Sub-312)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAHN  TRUCK  UNE, 
INC.,  1100  S.  MacArthur,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73147.  Representative:  C.  L. 
Phillips,  Rm.  248,  Classen  Terrace  Bldg., 
1411  N.  Classen,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73147.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-1  (in  part),  21, 

-  30.  36,  39,  50,  68, 138, 152, 164, 191, 196, 
(in  part).  212,  221,  251F  (in  part).  260F, 
267F,  278F  and  292F  certificates,  by  (1) 
broadening  the  commodity  description 
in  each  from  greases,  lubricating  oil, 
antifreeze,  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  etc,,  to  “petroleum  products  in 
containers,  commodities,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or 
distributed  by  wholesale  or  retail 
suppliers,  marketers  or  distributors  of 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products”:  (2) 
removing  the  “originating  at  and/or 
destined  to”  restrictions  wherever  they 
appear  in  each  Sub-30,  36,  50,  68, 152, 
260F,.  and  278F;  (4)  replace  county-wide 
authority  for  city-wide  authority: 
Garfield  County,  OK  for  Enid  in  Sub-1 
(sheet  5).  21,  50.  68, 138, 152,  and  267; 
Sedgwick  County,  KS  for  Wichita  in 
Sub-1  (sheet  5).  30.  50.  68, 138,  and  152; 
Kay  County,  OK  for  Ponca  City  in  Sub-1 


(sheet  5),  21, 138, 164, 196,  267,  and  278; 
Butler  County,  KS  for  El  Dorado  in  Sub- 
152,  196,  and  292;  Garvin  County,  OK  for 
Wynnewood  in  Sub-191:  Montgomery 
County,  KS  for  Coffeyville  in  Sub-221; 
and  (5)  expand  one-way  authority  to 
radial  authority  between  points  in  22 
States  located  mainly  in  the  Central 
portion  of  the  U.S. 

MC  119710  (Sub-33)X,  filed  February 
26, 1981.  Applicant;  SHUPE  BROS.  CO.. 
P.O.  Box  929,  Greeley,  CO  80631. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-5, 11, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
26  and  28F  permits  to  (A  broaden  the 
commodity  description  (1)  to  “food  and 
related  products”,  from  (a)  salt  products, 
pepper,  mineral  mixtures,  and  packaged 
servings  of  jams,  jellies,  honey,  syrups, 
sugar,  condiments,  sauces,  and  salad 
dressings,  in  Sub-5, 15,  and  26,  and  (b) 
animal  and  poultry  feeds,  and  feed 
ingredients,  in  Sub-5, 11, 16, 17, 18  and 
28F:  and  (2)  to  “machinery”  from 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  dry  animal  and 
poultry  feeds  and  feed  ingredients,  in 
Sub-28F:  and  (B)  broaden  the  territorial 
authority  to  “between  points  in  the 
U.S.”,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
named  shippers. 

MC  119777  (Sub-525)X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  UGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER,  INC.,  Highway  85,  East, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  L, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-112, 

141, 161,  379F,  440F,  and  488F  irregular- 
route  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  “lumber  and 
wood  products”  from  lumber  in  Sub-112 
and  161;  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products”  from  pulpboard,  wood  pulp 
and  fiber  pulp  (except  size  or  weight 
commodities)  in  Sub-141:  “lumber  and 
wood  products”  from  lumber  and 
plywood  in  Sub-379F:  “machinery, 
lumber  and  wood  products,  metal 
products,”  from  agricultural  implements 
and  parts  and  accessories,  iron  and  steel 
articles,  and  commodities,  except  in 
bulk,  used  in  their  and  manufacture  or 
distribution  in  Sub-482F,  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  descriptions  from  one-way 
service,  to  authorize  radial  service:  Sub- 
112,  between  points  in  Hancock  County, 
KY,  and  points  in  19  States,  and 
between  Hancock  County,  KY,  and 
points  in  23  States:  Sub-161,  between 
points  in  NM,  and  points  in  13  States 
and  DC;  Sub-440F,  between  the  named 
facilities  at  Pinckneyville,  IL  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  LA,  AR,  MO,  lA 
and  MN;  and,  Sub-488F,  between  the 


name  facilities  at  Baton,  LA,  and  points 
in  AL,  AR,  FL.  GA.  MS,  OK.  TN  and  TX. 
and  (3)  remove  the  AK  and  HI  exception 
in  Sub-440F. 

MC  120737  (Sub-79)X,  filed  February 
26, 1981.  Applicant:  STAR  DELIVERY  & 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Canton, 

IL  61520.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
IL  60602.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-52F,  53F,  54F,  55F, 
64F,  65F,  and  68F  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  to 
“metal  products”  from  (a)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  in  52F,  53F,  54F,  55F,  64F,,  and 
68F,  (b)  metal  articles,  in  Sub-65F,  and 
(c)  pipe,  in  Sub-68F:  (2)  broaden  the 
territory  description  to  county-wide 
authority:  Winnebago  County,  IL,  for 
Rockford,  IL,  in  Sub-54F;  Montgomery 
County,  IN,  for  Crawfordsville,  IN,  in 
Sub-55F:  Grayson  County,  TX,  for 
Sherman,  TX,  and  Cook  County,  IL,  for 
Chicago  Heights,  IL,  in  Sub-64F;  and 
Montgomery  County,  TX,  for  Conroe, 

TX,  in  Sub-68F;  (3)  in  all  certificates, 
except  Sub-52F,  authorize  radial  ' 
authority  in  lieu  of  existing  one-way 
service  between  points  in  numerous 
specified  States  throughout  the  U.S.  and 
3  specified  cities  and  6  counties  in  the 
eastern  half  of  the  U.S.;  (4)  remove  the 
plantsite  restriction  in  Sub-53F,  55F,  64F, 
65F,  and  68F;  (5)  eliminate  the 
commodities  in  bulk  exception  in  Sub- 
52F  and  68F:  (6)  remove  the  restriction 
limiting  transportation  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  named 
points,  in  Sub-52F:  and  (7)  remove  the 
AK  and  HI  exception  in  Sub-52F,  65F 
and  68F. 

MC  121496  (Sub-69)X,  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORPO^TION,  2727  North  Loop  West, 
Houston,  TX  77008.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-llF 
certificate,  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  liquid  chemicals  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  to 
“commodities  in  bulk,”  and  (2)  broaden 
the  territorial  description  by  changing 
the  plantsite  restriction  designation  to 
the  appropriate  county  designation  of 
Brazoria  County,  TX;  (3)  eliminate  the 
exceptions  of  AK  and  HI,  and  (4) 
eliminate  the  restriction  limiting  service 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  named 
facilities. 

MC  121499  (Sub-ll)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  HAYES 
UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  610,  Lebanon,  TN 
37087.  Representative:  John  A. 

Crawford,  17th  Floor.  Deposit  Guaranty 
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Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jackson,  MS 
39205.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-9F  certiHcate  to 
(IJ  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  general  commodities  (with 
exceptions]  to  “general  commodities 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives)’’; 

(2)  broaden  the  territorial  scope  by 
removing  restrictions  which  limit  service 
for  purpose  of  joinder  only  and  which 
limit  service  to  specifled  or  no 
intermediate  points,  in  order  to 
authorize  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  in  connection  with  its  regular 
route  operations  between  points  in  ’TN, 
IN,  KY,  GA,  and  AL 

MC 123872  (Sub-125]X,  filed  March  4, 
1981.  Applicant  W  &  L  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  3467,  Hickory,  NC 
28601.  Representative:  ’Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley 
Madison  Blvd.,  McLean.  VA  22101. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  MC  142483  and  Sub-2F  permits  to 
(Ij  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions: 
from  communications  cable  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  requires  special  equipment)  to 
“communications  cable,  and  electrical 
equipment,  supplies  and  machinery”  in 
the  lead,  and  horn  glass  fiber  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  to  “glass 
and  glass  products”  in  Sub-:^;  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  scope  to  serve 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers,  in  those  authorities. 

MC  125103  (Sub-7)X.  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  SUNDERMAN 
’TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  63,  Windom, 
MN  56101.  Representative:  Carl  E. 
Munson,  469  Fischer  Building,  P.O.  Box 
796,  Dubuque,  LA  52001.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-1  and  5 
permits  to  (1)  broaden  commodity 
descriptions  horn  meats  and  other 
foodstuff  items,  to  “food  and  related 
products”  in  both  permits:  (2)  eliminate 
restrictions  in  Sub-1,  (a)  except  animal 
oils  and  animal  fats,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles;  (b)  except  fresh  and  frozen 
meats  to  Chicago.  IL,  Detroit,  MI,  and 
Covington,  KY;  (c)  territorial  restriction 
involving  frozen  foods  moving  in  mixed 
loads:  and  (d)  restriction  pertaining  to 
frozen  meats,  etc.,  from  Windom,  MN,  to 
Galveston  and  Houston,  TX  applicable 
in  foreign  commerce  only;  (3)  eliminate 
restriction  “except  commodities  in  bulk” 
in  Sub-5;  (4)  delete  the  facilities 
limitation  in  Sub-5;  and  (5)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  in  each  permit  to 
“between  points  in  the  United  States 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers.” 

MC  127608  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  B-BROTHERS 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  496  West  138th  Street, 


Riverdale,  IL  60627.  Representative:  Joel 
H.  Steiner,  39  S.  LaSalle,  Suite  600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  horn  its  MC  144361 
and  Sub-2  permits  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  aluminum 
articles  (except  in  bulk)  and  steel  tubing 
to  “metal  products”  in  each  permit:  and 
(2)  expand  the  territorial  description  to 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper. 

MC  127608  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  B-BROTHERS 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  496  West  138th  St.. 
Riverdale,  BL  60627.  Representative:  Joel 
H.  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle,  Suite  600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-1 
and  4  certificates  to  (1)  change  the 
commodity  description  from  pallet  racks 
in  its  lead  and  steel  shelving,  flexible 
conduit,  strip  steel,  steel  angles,  steel 
beams,  dies  and  welding  wire  in  Sub-4, 
to  “metal  products,”  fi-om  telephone 
directories  and  telephone  directory 
pages  to  “printed  matter”  in  Sub-1,  and 
from  cleaning  compound  chemicals  and 
paint  (except  in  bi^),  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products,”  (2)  remove  vehicle 
restrictions  in  Sub-4;  (3)  remove 
facilities  limitations  at  Dwight  and 
Pontiac,  IL,  in  its  lead  and  Sub-1  and  4; 
(4)  substitute  Livingston  County.  IL,  for 
Dwight  and  Pontiac,  IL  in  its  lead  and 
Sub-1  and  4;  and  (5)  change  one-way  to 
radial  authority  between  Livingston 
County,  IL.  and  lA.  WL  IN.  ML  OH.  KY 
and  MO  in  its  lead  and  Sub-1  and  4,  and 
between  Milwaukee,  WI  and  Femdale, 
MI  and  Livingston  County,  IL,  in  Sub-4. 

MC  133689  (Sub-354)X,  filed  February 
5, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  Federal 
Register  of  February  24, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  OVERLAND  EXPRESS,  INC., 
8651  Naples  Street  N£.,  Blaine,  MN 
55434.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  PauL  MN  551ia 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-264F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  firom 
parts  and  accessories  for  motor  vehicles, 
and,  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  service  of 
these  commodities  (except  commodities 
in  bulk)  to  “transportation  equipmenL” 
(2)  remove  plantsite  restrictions  and 
replace  with  county- wide  or  city- wide 
authority:  Fulton  County,  GA,  for 
Atlanta,  GA;  Jefferson  County,  KY,  for 
Louisville,  KY;  Suffolk  and  Hampden 
Counties,  MA,  for-Boston  and 
Springfield,  MA;  Washtenaw  County, 
MI,  for  Milan,  Rawsonville,  and  Saline, 
MI;  Clay  and  St.  Louis  Counties,  MO,  for 
Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis.  MO;  Bergen, 
Middlesex,  Camden,  Union,  and  Hudson 


Coimties,  NJ,  for  Mahwah,  Teterboro, 
Metuchen,  Pennsauken,  and  Roselle,  NJ; 
Erie  and  Onondaga  Counties,  NY,  for 
Buffalo  and  Syracuse,  NY;  Mecklenburg 
County,  NC,  for  Charlotte,  NC;  Shelby 
and  Davidson  Coimties,  'TN.  for 
Memphis  and  Nashville,  TN;  Hamilton, 
Cuyahoga,  Richland,  Lorain,  and  Allen 
Counties,  OH,  for  Cincinnati,  Cleveland, 
Manifield,  Lorain,  and  Lima,  OH;  and 
Chicago,  IL,  Hennepin  and  Ramsey 
Counties,  for  Minneapolis,  MN.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  reflect 
applicant’s  request  for  Fulton  County, 

GA,  Clay  and  St.  Louis  Counties,  MO, 
and  Hudson  County,  NJ,  and  Hennepin 
and  Ramsey  Counties,  MN,  for 
Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  135195  (Sub-6)X.  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  STOVER  AIR  CARGO. 
INC.,  3830  Wisman  Lane.  Quincy,  IL 
62301.  Representative:  Leonard  R. 

Kofkin,  39  South  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-3  certificate  to 
broaden  the  commodity  and  territorial 
authority  by  (1)  removing  all  restrictions 
in  its  general  commodities  authority 
“except  classes  A  and  B  explosives,”  (2) 
removing  a  restriction  limiting  service  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  having 
an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  (3)  removing  a 
restrictions  against  radial  transportation 
of  shipments  moving  between  points  in 
Cook  and  Du  Page  Counties,  IL.  and  St. 
Louis,  MO  and  its  commercial  zone,  and 
points  within  St  Louis  County.  MO,  and 
(4)  removing  a  restriction  limiting 
service  at  points  in  lA  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  points  in  eight  lA 
counties,  to  authorize  radial  service 
between  Chicago  and  Quincy,  IL, 
Burlington,  lA,  and  St  Louis,  MO.  and 
points  in  the  eight  lA  counties,  eight  IL 
counties,  seven  MO  Counties,  and  St 
Louis,  MO. 

MC  135684  (Sub-166)X,  filed  February 
24, 1981.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTA’nON  CO..  INC.  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 

8181  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-1, 5,  8, 
10, 15. 16. 17F,  18F.  19F,  20.  23.  24.  26,  27, 
28,  29.  34,  35.  40,  41,  44,  45.  46.  47.  48,  49F, 
52.  54.  55.  58.  60,  63.  65.  66F.  68F,  TlF, 

72F.  73F.  74F,  75F,  76F,  78F.  79F,  8lF.  82F, 
83F,  85F,  96F,  97F,  and  99F  certificates  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  (a)  fresh  meats,  meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  foodstuffs, 
confectioneries,  chewing  gum,  and 
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novelties  to  “food  and  related  products” 
in  Sub-1, 15, 16  sheet  2  part  12  and  13, 

17F  sheet  2  parts  4  and  6,  27,  28,  34,  63, 

65.  and  68F;  (b)  ornamental  iron 
products,  ventilators,  plastic  shutters 
and  grid  ceiling  systems  to  “building 
materials”  in  Sub-8:  (c)  surgical  and 
hospital  supplies,  laboratory  and 
hospital  equipment,  and  chemicals  to 
“instruments  and  photographic  goods, 
and  chemicals  and  related  products”  in 
Sub-10, 15,  23,  and  47;  (d)  household 
cleaning  products,  industrial  cleaning 
products,  water  purifying  products  and 
compounds,  dry  acids,  synthetic  gum 
resin,  dry  resin,  chemicals,  naval  stores, 
tall  oil  products,  paints,  varnish  driers, 
coal  tar  dyes,  dyestuffs,  acids,  phthalic 
anhydride,  salt  and  salt  products, 
sodium  bicarbonate  and  sodium 
carbonate,  and  soap  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-16,  29,  35,  44, 

45,  46  (parts  1-3),  49  (part  2),  74F,  79F. 

82F,  83F,  and  97F;  (e)  hard  surface  floor 
coverings,  floor  coverings,  tile, 
carpeting,  rugs,  floor  tile,  and  linoleum 
to  “such  conunodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  installors  of  floors”  in  Sub-18F 
(parts  1-6,  24-25),  46  (parts  5-7),  and 
71F;  (f)  synthetic  rubber,  rubber  belting, 
matting,  stair  treads,  packing,  hose, 
machine  parts,  rubber  heels,  taps,  soles, 
soling,  plastic  bottles,  jars,  jugs,  and 
closures,  plastic  containers  and  tubes, 
plastic  sheet  lines,  plastic  bags,  to 
“rubber  and  plastic  products”  in  Sub- 
18F  (parts  7-16),  19F  (part  7-10, 13-14, 
18-19,  24-28  and  31).  58.  and  76F;  (g) 
limestone,  and  glass  containers  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”  in 
Sub-18F  and  60;  (h)  paper,  wrapping 
paper,  paper  bags  and  closures, 
pulpboard  and  by  byproducts, 
fiberboard,  wastepaper,  and  paperboard 
to  “pulp,  paper,  and  related  products”  in 
Sub-19F  (part  3,  6, 11, 12,  21,  29,  and  32, 
and  20)  (parts  1,  3,  and  7);  (i)  burlap 
bagging  and  burlap  cloth,  burlap  and 
cotton  bags,  and  finished  burlap  cloth, 
and  laminated  burlap  bags  to  “textile 
mill  products”  in  Sub-19F  in  (parts  1.  2, 

4,  5  and  22-23);  (j)  sewing  machine 
heads  and  stands,  skids,  pallets, 
machinery  materials  and  supplies,  office 
equipment  and  supplies  to  “machinery” 
in  Sub-19F  (part  15),  and  20  (parts  2,  5, 
and  6);  (k)  paper  and  paper  products, 
and  supplies,  materials,  and  machinery 
to  “pulp,  paper,  and  related  products, 
and  machinery”  in  Sub-24;  (1)  synthetic 
gum  resin,  resin,  dry  resin,  chemicals, 
plastic  pellets  or  granules  and  powder 
and  plastic  scrap,  plastic  Him  and 
sheeting,  plastic  doors  and  partitions, 
tall  oil  products,  paints,  varnish  driers, 
coal  tar  dyes  and  dyestuffs,  limestone, 

«  ground  limestone,  and  ground  clay  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products,  rubber 


and  plastic  products,  and  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products”  in  Sub-26;  (m) 
salt  and  salt  products  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products  and  ores  and  minerals” 
in  Sub-48;  (n)  waste  and  scrap  paper  to 
“pulp,  paper  and  related  products”  in 
Sub-52;  (o)  pipe  fittings,  gaskets,  and 
valves  to  “metal  products  and  rubber 
and  plastic  products”  in  Sub-54;  (p) 
kitchen  utensils,  bathroom  fixtures,  and 
handles  for  kitchen  utensils  to  “rubber 
and  plastic  products,  metal  products, 
and  furniture  and  fixtures”  in  Sub-55:  (q) 
chemicals  and  plastic  products  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products  and 
rubber  and  plastic  products”  in  Sub-66F; 
and  (r)  containers,  container  ends,  and 
container  closures  to  “such  commodities 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  containers”  in  Sub- 
85F;  (2)  remove  all  exceptions  on 
commodity  descriptions,  such  as 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  containers,  in 
rolls,  in  trailers,  in  bags,  in  tank 
vehicles,  unusual  value,  hides,  furniture, 
foodstuffs,  frozen,  foods,  and  fi'esh 
meats,  wastepaper,  special  equipment, 
carpeting  and  rugs,  wherever  they 
appear  in  each  of  the  above  numbered 
certificates;  (3)  eliminate  the  named 
facilities  or  plantsite  limitations  in  Sub- 
1,  5.  8. 10, 15. 16. 17F,  18F,  24.  26.  40,  46, 

48,  49F,  54,  60,  66F,  72F,  73F,  74F,  75F, 

78F,  79F,  81F,  82F,  83F,  95F,  96F  and  97F: 
(4)  replace  specific  point  authority  with 
county-wide  authority  wherever  they 
appear  in  the  above  numbered 
certificates  as  follows:  Franklin  Park  to 
Cook  Coimty,  IL;  Billerica,  Chelsea,  East 
Pepperall,  Ayer,  Piscataway,  and 
Wilmington  to  Middlesex  County,  MA; 
Murray  Hill,  Cranford,  Elizabeth,  and 
Linden  to  Union  County,  N];  Fitzwilliam 
to  Cheshire  County,  NJ;  Covington  to 
Newton  County,  GA;  Upland  to  San 
Beranardino  County,  CA;  Lawrence  to 
Douglas  County,  KS;  Itasca  to  DuPage 
County,  IL;  Bridewater  Township, 
Sommerville,  and  Neshanic  to  Somerset 
County,  NJ;  King  of  Prussia  and 
Pottstown  to  Montgomery  County,  PA; 
Pittsburgh  to  Allegheny  County,  PA; 
Bristol  to  Bucks  Coimty,  PA;  Nashua  and 
Tampa  to  Hillsboro  County,  FL;  New 
Orleans  to  Orleans  Parish,  LA; 

Savannah  to  Chatham  County,  GA; 
Canton  and  Massillon  to  Stark  County. 
OH;  Milton  to  Northumberland  County, 
PA;  La  Mirada  and  Los  Angeles,  to  Los 
Angeles  Coimty,  CA;  Hamilton 
Township  to  Mercer  County,  NJ; 
Cambridge  to  Suffolk  County,  MA, 
Norwood  and  Stoughton  to  Norfolk 
County,  MA;  Moonacnie,  Fair  Lawn,  and 
Garfield  to  Bergen  County,  N);  Ripley  to 
Tippah  County,  MS;  Mid^etown  to 
Dauphin  County,  PA;  Etowah  to  McMinn 
County,  TN;  Lawrenceville  to  Lawrence 


County,  IL;  Lewiston  and  Libson  to 
Androscoggin  County,  ME;  Texas  to 
Baltimore  County,  MD;  Flemington  to 
Hunterdon  County,  N);  Hoboken  to 
Hudson  County,  NJ;  Berlin  to  Coos 
County,  NH;  Old  Hickory  to  Davidson 
County,  TN;  Buffalo  To  Erie  County,  NY; 
Louisiana  to  Pike  County,  MO;  Crossett 
to  Ashley  County,  AR;  Cuyahoga  Falls 
and  Akron  to  Summit  County,  OH; 
Youngstown  to  Mahoning  County,  OH; 
Rittman  to  Wayne  County,  OH; 

Lancaster  to  Lancaster  County,  PA; 
Cleveland  to  Cuyahoga  County,  OH; 
Tustin  to  Orange  County,  CA;  Sanford  to 
York  County,  ME;  Pownal  to  Bennington 
County,  VT;  Winthrop  to  Kennebec,  ME; 
Watkinsville  to  Oconee  County,  GA; 

Bay  Minette  to  Baldwin  County,  AL; 
Pensacola  to  Escambia  County,  FL; 
Telogia  to  Liberty  County,  FL;  Fords  to 
Perth  Amboy  County,  NJ;  East 
Rutherford  and  Carlstadt  to  Rutherford 
County,  NJ;  Rockaway  to  Morris  County, 
NJ;  Patterson  to  Passaic  County,  NJ; 
Lobeco  to  Beaufort  County,  SC;  Reading 
to  Berks  County,  PA;  Dalton  to  Whitfield 
County,  GA;  High  Point  to  Guilford 
County,  NC;  Charlotte  to  Mecklenburg 
County,  NC;  Florence  to  Rutland 
County,  VT;  Chester  to  Windsor  County, 
VT;  Gordon  to  Wilkinson  County,  GA; 
Sandersville  to  Washington  County,  GA; 
Edelman,  Easton,  and  Nazareth  to 
Northampton  County,  PA;  Grasselli  to 
Linden  County,  NJ;  Phillipsburg  to 
Warren  County,  NJ;  Chamblee  to 
DeKalb  County,  GA;  to  London  to 
Madison  County,  OH;  Neville  Island  to 
Allegheny  County,  PA;  Chestertown  to 
Kent  County,  MD;  Lawrenceburg  to 
Dearborn  County,  IN;  Rochester  to 
Monroe  County,  NJ;  Elmira  to  Chemung 
County,  NY;  St.  Clair  to  St.  Clair  County, 
MI;  South  Plainfield  to  Middlesex 
County,  NJ;  Locke  Mills  to  Oxford 
County,  ^ffi;  Byesville  to  Guernsey 
County,  OH;  Bohemia  to  Suffolk  County, 
NY;  Warner  Robins  to  Houston  County, 
GA;  Duryea  to  Luzerne  County.  PA; 
Scranton  to  Lackawanna  County,  PA; 
Midland  to  Midland  County,  MI;  Battle 
Creek  to  Calhoun  County,  MI;  Lancaster 
to  Fairfield  County,  OH;  Sharonville  to 
Hamilton  County,  OH;  Kent  to  Portage 
County,  OH;  Harrision  to  Hudson 
County,  NJ;  Syracuse  to  Onondaga 
County,  NY;  and  Racine  and  Waxdale  to 
Racine  County,  WI;  (5)  authorize  radial 
service  between  points  located 
throughout  the  entire  US  or 
combinations  of  specified  States  therein; 
(6)  remove  the  following  restrictions  (a) 
except  AK  and  HI  in  Sub-85F;  (b) 
originating  at  or  destined  to  restriction 
in  Sub-l,  5.  8. 10, 17F.  19F.  20,  27,  28.  34. 
46.  47,  49F,  63.  65.  72F,  73F,  78F,  and  96F; 
and  (d)  ex-water  limitations  in  Sub-99F. 
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MC  135809  (Sub-9)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  B-H  TRANSFER  CO., 
P.O,  Box  151,  Sandersville,  GA  31082. 
Representative:  J.  Raymond  Clark,  Suite 
350, 1225  Nineteenth  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-7F 
certificate  to  (1)  commodity  description 
in  part  (1)  from  insulators,  electrical 
wiring,  pottery,  and  pottery  parts,  to 
“clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”; 
(2)  remove  the  restriction  against 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  and  (3)  broaden  the 
territorial  scope  by  replacing  city-wide 
authority  with  county-wide  to  allow 
service  as  follows:  between  points  in 
Washington  County,  GA  (Sandersville) 
and  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS, 
NC,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV. 

MC  136283  (Sub-5)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  DERON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
17170,  Portland,  OR  97217. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  N.W.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-4F  permit  to  enlarge  the 
territorial  scope  to  “between  points  in 
the  U.S.”  under  contract{s)  with  a 
named  shipper. 

MC  136285  (Sub-40)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
INTERMODAL  LOGISTICS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1375,  Thomasville,  GA  31792. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington.  VA  22210. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-3  certificate  to  (a)  remove 
all.  exceptions  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives  from  its  general  commodities 
authority;  (b).remove  the  restrictions  “in 
Containers  or  in  trailers”;  (c)  remove  the 
“ex-Water”  restriction;  and  (d)  in  part 
(2)  of  the  certificate,  broaden  &e 
commodity  description  fi‘om  empty 
containers,  trailers,  and  trailer  chassis 
to  “transportation  equipment,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  containers”. 

MC  136315  (Sub-142)X,  filed  March  4. 
1981.  Applicant:  OLEN  BURRAGE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  706, 
Philadelphia,  MS  39350.  Representative: 
Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22807, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-54  and  64 
certificates  to  (A)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  “metal 
products”  from  (1)  pipe  fittings,  valves 
and  hydrants,  and  (2)  accessories  used 
in  the  installation  of  the  coipmodities  in 
(1)  above,  in  Sub-54:  from  “tubular  steel 
poles,  iron  and  steel  articles  and 
accessories  thereto”  in  Sub-64;  (B) 
replace  specified  plantsites  in  Jefferson 
and  Talladega  Counties.  AL  with 
county-wide  authority  and  eliminate  the 
“originating  at  or  destined  to” 


restriction,  in  Sub-54;  (C)  replace 
specified  facilities  in  Harris  County,  TX, 
with  county-wide  authority,  in  Sub-64; 
and  (D)  expand  its  one-way  authority  to 
radial  authority  between  the  counties 
named  in  (B)  and  (C)  above,  and,  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  SD,  and  ND. 

MC  138773  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  EAST  SOUTH 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  13887, 

Roanoke,  VA  24038.  Representative: 
Walter  Keal,  P.O.  Box  322,  Cuyahooga 
Falls,  OH  44222.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
2F  and  3F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  its 
commodity  descriptions  from  electric 
controllers  and  instruments,  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  to 
“commodities  which  because  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
handling  or  equipment  and  electrical 
controllers,  instruments  and  equipment 
parts  and  accessories”,  in  all  authority 
above;  (2)  change  its  one-way  authority 
to  radial  authority  (a)  between  Roanoke 
City,  VA,  and  points  in  the  U.S.,  in  the 
lead  certificate,  (b)  between  Roanoke 
County,  VA,  and  points  in  CA,  FL,  GA, 
ID.  MT,  NV,  NC,  OR.  SC.  VA,  UT,  and 
WA,  in  Sub-2F,  (3)  eliminate  the 
exceptions  (a)  AK,  HI,  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA, 
WA,  OR,  CA,  MT,  ID.  UT,  NV.  and  FL, 
in  the  lead  certificate,  and  (b)  AK  and 
HI,  in  Sub-3F,  and  (4)  eliminate  the 
restriction  against  transportation  of 
shipments  destined  to  named 
destination  points. 

MC  140033  (Sub-97)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  COX  REFRIGERATED 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  10606  Goodnight  Lane, 
Dallas,  Texas  75220.  Representative: 
Edwin  M.  Snyder,  P.O.  Box  45538, 

Dallas,  Texas  75235.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  MC  142296  and 
Sub-Nos.  2  and  3  permits  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  descriptions  to  “textile 
mill  products”  fiem:  (a)  wearing  apparel 
in  the  lead;  (b)  clothing  and  wearing 
apparel  in  Sub-No.  2;  and  (c)  yard,  and 
clothing  and  wearing  apparel  and 
component  parts  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  3;  and 
(2)  expand  the  territorial  descriptions  to 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper. 

MC  140273  (Sub-28)X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  BUESING  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2285  Daniels  Street, 
Long  Lake,  MN  55356.  Representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1600  TCF  Tower,  121 
South  Eighth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-15F  certificate  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 


from  soda  ash,  lime,  limestone,  silica 
sand  and  crushed  glass  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products,  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products,  and  ores  and 
minerals”:  (2)  remove  the  restriction 
prohibiting  the  transportation  of  a 
specified  commodity  fiem  named  points 
in  the  authorized  states;  and  (3) 
authorize  radial  authority  in  lieu  of 
existing  one-way  service  between  points 
in  IL.  IN.  LA.  MN.  MO,  NE,  NT),  OH.  SD. 
WI,  and  WY,  and  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  140273  (Sub-31)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  BUESING  BROS. 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  2285  Daniels  St..  Long 
Lake,  MN  55356.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1600  TCF  Tower.  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402.  Applicant  seeks  to  broaden 
the  commodity  description  in  its  Sub-No. 
2lF  Certificate  fi*om  aggregate,  crushed 
rock,  stone,  and  gravel  to  “ores, 
minerals,  and  building  materials”. 

MC  141620  (Sub-l)X,  filed  March  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  VAN  BUS  DELIVERY 
COMPANY.  d.b.a.  UNITED  VAN  BUS 
DELIVERY,  2601  32nd  Avenue,  South, 
Miimeapolis,  MN  55406.  Representative: 
Warren  A.  dofr,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  6,  7, 8F  and  9F  permits  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  liquid  calcium  chloride,  in  bulk, 
and  liquid  chlorine  in  cylinders  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products"  in 
Sub-No.  9F;  (2)  remove  the  "except 
commodities  in  bulk”  restrictions  in 
Sub-Nos.  6  and  7;  (3)  expand  the 
territorial  descriptions  to  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  a  named  shipper;  and 
(4)  eliminate  the  “ex-rail”  restriction. 

MC  142857-gX,  filed  March  3, 1981. 
Applicant:  MCC  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  Rt.  2,  Box  107-B.  Hope,  AR  71801. 
Representative:  Mark  J.  Andrews,  1660  L 
St.  NW  Suite  1100,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-No.  4 
permits  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  greeting  cards,  paper  in 
rolls;  envelopes;  books;  candles;  games 
and  toys;  earthenw€u:e  and  chinaware; 
paper  napkins,  place  mats  and 
tablecloths;  wrapping  paper,  foil  and 
ribbon;  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  the  above  described 
commodities  to  “such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  retail  greeting  card 
stores”  in  the  lead,  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  “between 
points  in  the  United  States”  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper  in  both. 

MC  143621  (Sub-56)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE  STEEL 
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HAULERS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  100991. 
Nashville,  TN  37210.  Representative: 

Kim  D.  Mann.  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  Washington.  DC 
20014.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove  . 
restrictions  in  its  Sub  2F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  fireplace  grates  and  screens  and 
materials,  except  commodities  in  bulk, 
to  “clay,  concrete,  glass,  and  stone 
products”  and  “metal  products,”  (2J 
authorize  service  at  points  in  AK  and 
HI.  (3)  authorize  two-w'ay  radial 
operations  between  specified  points  in 
TN,  AL,  and  IL  and  points  in  the  U.S..  (4) 
replace  Bloomington,  IL  with  “McLean 
County,  IL,”  and  (5)  delete  the  facilities 
limitations. 

MC  144268  (Sub-21X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  HIRSON  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  24203,  Oakland,  CA 
94623.  Representative:  Thomas  M. 
Loughran,  100  Bush  St.,  21  St.  FI.  San 
Francisco,  CA  94104.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  certificate 
to  (1)  remove  the  restriction  against 
transportation  of  articles  of  unusual 
value  from  its  general  commodities 
authority:  (2)  eliminate  the  restriction 
requiring  transportation  to  be  performed 
in  containers  or  in  trailers,  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce:  and  (3)  broaden  the 
base  territorial  description  from  ports 
located  on  San  Francisco  Bay  to  county¬ 
wide  authority:  Alameda,  Contra  Costa, 
Solano,  San  Mateo,  and  San  Francisco 
Counties,  CA. 

MC  144457  (Sub-22)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  HUDSON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
847,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1240. 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
Nos.  IF,  2F,  6,  8,  lOF,  13F,  14F,  16F,  17F, 
18F,  and  19F  certificates  to  (1)  change 
the  commodity  descriptions  in  Sub-nox. 
IF,  2F,  6.  8,  lOF,  14F,  18F  and  19F.  from 
various  foodstuff  items,  such  as  flour 
and  commeal,  sugar,  canned  vegetables, 
etc.,  to  “food  and  related  products”:  (2) 
remove  the  restrictions  against 
commodities  in  bulk  from  the  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  IF,  2F,  6,  8,  lOF,  13F,  14F,  16F, 
17F,  and  19F:  (3)  delete  the  “originating 
at  and  destined  to”  restriction  in  Sub- 
No.  18F:  (4)  remove  the  facilities 
limitations  in  the  lead,  Sub-Nos.  2F,  6, 
lOF,  13F.  14F,  16F,  17F.  18F  and  19?:  (5) 
replace  city-wide  authority  with  county¬ 
wide  authority:  in  the  lead,  Brundidge 
and  Troy  with  Pike  County,  AL;  in  Sub- 
No.  2F,  Shawnee  with  Pottawatomie 
County,  OK:  in  Sub-No.  8,  New 
Richmond,  Eden,  Oakfield  and  Gillett 


with  St.  Croix,  Fond  du  Lac,  and  Oconto 
Counties,  WI:  in  Sub-No.  lOF,  Reserve 
and  Kenner  with  St.  John  the  Baptist  and 
Jefferson  Parishes,  LA:  in  Sub-No.  14F, 
Greenville  with  Greenville  County,  SC: 
in  Sub-No.  17F,  Lexington  with 
Davidson  County,  NC:  in  Sub-No.  18F, 
Pittsburgh  with  Allegheny  County,  PA. 
Fremont  with  Sandusky  County,  OH, 
and  Holland  with  Ottawa  County,  Ml: 
and  in  Sub-No.  19F,  Highland  City  with 
Polk  County,  FL:  (6)  expand  its 
territorial  authority  in  all  Sub-Nos., 
except  the  lead  and  Sub-No.  17F,  to 
authorize  radial  service  between  points 
located  throughout  the  U.S.,  or 
combinations  of  States  therein:  and  (7) 
delete  the  exception  to  AK  and  HI  in  the 
lead  and  Sub-No.  17F. 

MC  144682  (SDb-56)X.  filed  March  4. 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  R.  STANLEY,  P.O. 

Box  95, 1738  Empire  Central,  Dallas,  TX 
75235.  Representative:  Edwin  M.  Snyder, 
Suite  1125  Exchange  Park,  P.O.  Box 
45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-Nos. 
lOF,  22F,  40F,  and  49  certificates  to  (1) 
change  the  commodity  descriptions  in 
Sub-No.  lOF,  from  clay  glaze  tile  to 
“clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”: 
in  Sub-No.  22F,  from  coin-operated  pool 
tables  and  games  and  parts  to  “sporting 
or  athletic  goods,  and  coin-operated 
amusement  or  service  machines”:  in 
Sub-Nos.  40F  and  49,  from  plumbing 
goods  and  fixtures,  flexible  gas 
connectors,  water  closet  bowls  and 
tanks,  sheet  steel  sinks  and  bathtubs  to 
“metal  products”:  (2)  replace  city-wide 
authority  with  county-wide  authority:  in 
Sub-No.  lOF,  Laredo  with  Webb  County, 
TX:  and  in  Sub-Nos.  40F  and  49,  Heame 
with  Robertson  County,  TX;  and  in  Sub- 
No.  49,  Piano  with  Dallas  County,  TX; 

(3)  authorize  radial  service  between 
specified  points  in  TX  or  CA,  and,  points 
in  the  U.S.  or  specified  States  therein 
and  (4)  remove  the  AK  and  HI  exception 
in  Sub-No.  lOF. 

MC  145086  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  C.  IffiNDERSON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  8  Ruth  Street,  East 
Brunswick,  NJ.  Representative:  A. 
Dayton  Schell,  6  Kleen  Way,  Edison,  NJ 
08^7.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  2F  permit  to 
(1)  broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a 
named  shipper. 

MC  146293  {Sub-79JX.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  REGAL  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  829,  Lawrenceville, 
GA  30246.  Representative:  Richard  M. 
Tettelbaum  (same  as  applicant). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-No.  57  certificates  by  (1) 


I  .  . 

removing  restrictions  (aj  except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles”:  (b)  against 
service  to  AK  and  HI;  (c)  to  shipments 
having  a  prior  movement  by  water;  and 
(d)  traffic  moving  on  bills  of  lading  of  a 
freight  forwarder,  (2)  expanding  one¬ 
way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  points  in  the  US  and  New 
Orleans,  LA,  and  Houston.  TX  and:  (3) 
change  Port  Everglades.  FL  to  Monroe 
County,  FL. 

MC  146407  (Sub-lJX,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  KING  CARRIAGE  CO.. 
Davis  and  Oak  Street,  Ludlow.  KY 
41016.  Representative:  Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50 
W.  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  certificate  which  authorizes 
the  transportation  of  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers,  converters,  and 
distributors  of  paper  products  to  (IJ 
replace  plantsite  facilities  with  county¬ 
wide  authority,  allowing  radial  service 
between  Covington  and  Kenton 
Counties,  KY  (for  Ludlow,  Erlanger,  and 
Covington,  KY),  Cameron  County,  TX 
(for  Brown.sville,  TX),  and  St.  Croix 
County,  WI  (for  Hudson,  WI),  and  points 
in  the  U.S.:  and  (2)  remove  the 
restriction  against  service  to  AK  and  HI. 

MC  146753  (Sub-21)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  SAM  YOUNG.  INC.. 

P.O.  Box  337,  Wolcott,  IN  47995. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 11th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  IF  and  6F  certificates  to 
(a)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions: 
from  (1)  paper  and  paper  products  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  to  “pulp,  paper, 
and  related  products”  in  Sub-No.  IF; 
and  from  plastic  articles  to  “rubber  and 
plastic  products”  in  Sub-No.  6F;  (b) 
broaden  the  territorial  scope  by 
replacing  one-way  authority  with  radial 
authority,  removing  named  facility 
limitations  from  city-wide  authority  and 
replacing  named  facility  limitations  with 
county-wide  authority  to  authorize 
service  between  points  in  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Cincinnati,  OH,  Cook  County 
(Forest  Park)  IL,  Atlanta,  GA,  Miami,  FL, 
and  points  in  the  US,  in  Sub-No.  IF;  and 
between  points  in  New  York  (Kings 
County)  NY  and  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
Sub-No.  6F;  and  (c)  remove  the  except 
AK  and  HI  restriction  from  those 
authorities. 

|KR  Hoc,  BI-BOWt  Filtd  3-19-81:  B:!.!  am| 
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Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant's 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those’ 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions] 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems]  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 


in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — AH  applications  are  for  authority' to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract.” 

Volume  No.  OPY4-027 

Decided:  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  35387  (Sub-4],  filed  February  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  ORBIT  EXPRESS,  INC., 
105  Creeper  Hill  Rd.,  North  Grafton,  MA 
01536.  Representative:  David  M. 
Marshall,  101  State  St.,  Suite  304, 
Springfield,  MA  01103,  (413]  732-1136. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Monroe  and  Ontario 
Counties,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  MA,  CT,  RI,  VT,  NH, 
and  ME. 

MC  42487  (Sub-1034],  filed  February  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr.,  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  W.  R. 
Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208,  (503]  226-4692.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives],  between  points  in 
Somerset  County,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  with  its 
existing  regular  route  authority  in  Sub  578. 

MC  124896  (Sub-101],  filed  February 
26, 1981.  Applicant:  WILLIAMSON 
TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  Comer  Thorne  and 
Ralston  Sts.,  P.O.  Box  3485,  Wilson,  NC 
27893.  Representative:  Peter  A.  Greene, 
1920  N.  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036 
(202]  331-8800.  Transporting  (1] 
chemicals  and  related  products,  (2] 
lubricating  oil,  (3]  janitorial  supplies 
and  equipment,  and  (4]  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Texize,  Division  of  MortonNorwich,  of 
Greenville,  SC. 

MC  154566,  filed  March  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  DONNIE  GENE 
VANDERVORT,  SR.  d.b.a.  D. 
VANDERVORT  WHOLESALERS,  4728 
El  Cedro  Loop  NE,  Salem,  OR  97303. 
Representative:  Kerry  D.  Montgomery, 
400  Pacific  Bldg.,  Portland,  OR  97204 
(503]  228-5275.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives],  between  points  in  OR,  on 


the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  WA.  CA.  AZ,  NV,  ID.  and  MT. 

Volume  No.  OPY4-028 

Decided:  March  12, 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  35387  (Sub-3],  filed  Febraary  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  ORBIT  EXPRESS,  INC., 
105  Creeper  Hill  Rd.,  North  Grafton,  MA 
01536.  Representative:  David  M. 

Marshall,  101  State  St.,  Suite  304, 
Springfield,  MA  01103  (413]  732-1136, 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives], 
between  points  in  MA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  ME,  NH,  VT, 

CT,  RI.  MA.  NY.  NJ.  and  PA. 

MC  119387  (Sub-21],  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  OZARK  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  27  West  Illinois  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38106.  Representative: 
Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008  Clark  Tower, 

5100  Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives], 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Howard 
Industries,  Inc.,  of  Brinkley,  AR. 

MC  119387  (Sub-22],  filed  Febraary  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  OZARK  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  27  West  Illinois  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38106.  Representative: 
Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008  Clark  Tower, 
5100  Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives], 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Waterloo 
Industries,  Inc.,  of  Waterloo,  LA. 

MC  123407  (Sub-665],  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSroRT,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center, 
Route  1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  Sterling  W.  Hygema 
(same  address  as  applicant]  (219]  926- 
7575.  Transporting  (1]  textile  mill 
products,  (2]  coal  and  coal  products,  (3] 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  and  (4]  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  Bartow 
County,  GA,  and  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  129537  (Sub-53],  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  REEVES 
TRANSroRTATION  CO.,  a  corporation. 
Rt.  5,  Dew’s  Pond  Rd.,  Calhoun,  GA 
30701.  Representative:  John  C  Vogt,  Jr., 
406  N.  Morgan  St.,  Tampa,  FL  33602. 
Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  Shelby 
County,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  NC,  OK. 
SC,  TX,  AR,  LA,  and  MS. 

MC  129537  (Sub-54],  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  REEVES 
TRANSroRTATION  CO.,  a  corporation. 
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Rt.  5,  Dew’s  Pond  Rd.,  Calhoun,  GA 
30701.  Representative;  John  C.  Vogt,  Jr., 
406  N.  Morgan  St.,  Tampa,  FL  33602  (813) 
229-6165.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  TX,  OK,  LA,  and  AR, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  MS,  TN,  GA,  FL,  SC,  NC, 
VA  and  KY. 

MC 148387  (Sub-2),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant;  S.M.P*,  INC,  166 
Sitgreaves  St,  Phillipsburg,  NJ  08865. 
Representative;  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934  (201)  435- 
7140.  Transporting  clay,  concrete,  galss 
or  stone  products,  between  points  in 
Lehigh  and  Northampton  Counties,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NJ,  NY.  PA  DE,  MD.  VA  MA. 
CT,  RI,  and  DC. 

MC  146167  (Sub-4),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant;  ALL-FREIGHT 
EXXPRESS,  INC.,  7200  So.  Ferdinand 
Ave.,  Bridgeview,  EL  60455. 
Representative;  Anthony  E.  Young,  29 
So.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  350,  Chicago,  IL 
60603  (312)  782-8880.  Transportii^  (1) 
metal  products,  and  (2)  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  R.  Lavin  & 
Sons,  of  Chicago,  IL 

MC  152377  (Sub-1),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant;  PAUL  JOSEPH,  d.b.a. 
JOSEPH’S  EXPRESS.  543  Maplewood 
Ave.,  Roselle  Park,  NJ  07204. 
Representative;  George  A  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone.  NJ  07934  (201)  435- 
7140.  Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  PA,  NJ,  DE. 
MD.  NY,  CT,  RI.  MA  VA.  and  DC. 

MC  152337  (Sub-3),  filed  February  23, 
1981.  Applicant;  CENTRAL  STATES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  1311  So. 
First  Ave.,  Maywood,  IL  60153. 
Representative;  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
So.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603  (312) 
236-9375.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
glass  containers  and  closures,  between 
points  in  Lake  and  Cook  Counties,  IL, 
and  points  in  Delaware  County,  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL.  IN.  WI.  and  MI. 

MC  154367,  filed  February  17, 1981. 
Applicant;  T.A.Z.  FREIGHT  UNES, 

INC.,  44  Foley  Ave.,  Edison,  NJ  08820. 
Representative;  William  G.  Onifer  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (201)  382-8269. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  PA  VA  WV, 
GA.  NC.  SC.  FL  MD.  and  MD. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-09 

Decided;  March  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Powell. 


MC  99619  (Sub-3),  filed  February  10. 
1981.  Applicant;  WALPOLE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  387,  Walpole,  MA  02081. 
Representative;  Russell  S.  Callahan,  P.O. 
Box  1806,  Brockton,  MA  02403  (617)  697- 
7748.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives),  (1) 
between  points  in  CT,  DE,  MA,  MD,  ME. 
NH,  NJ.  NY.  PA.  RI.  VA.  VT,  WV.  and 
DC,  and  (2)  between  points  in  CT,  MA, 
ME,  NH,  RI,  VT,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  MO, 

OH,  and  WI.  Condition;  Issuance  of  this 
certificate  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  at  applicant's 
written  request  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC  99619  (Sub-No.  1). 

MC  100449  (Sub-127),  filed  February 

23, 1981.  Applicant;  MALLINGER 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  R.R.  4,  Fort  Dodge. 
lA  50501.  Representative;  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center.  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309  (515)  245-4300. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  grocery 
and  hardware  business  houses,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  MI,  OH, 
KY,  TN,  and  AL. 

MC  105269  (Sub-94),  filed  February  11, 
1981.  Applicant;  GRAFF  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  2110  Lake  St.. 
Kalamazoo,  MI  49005.  Representative; 
Edward  Malinzak,  900  Old  Kent  Bldg., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503  (616)  459-6121. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  used  by  Union 
Camp  Corporation  at  points  in  the  U.S., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  121658  (Sub-37),  filed  February  10. 
1981.  Applicant;  STEVE  D.  THOMPSON 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1205  Percy  St.. 
Winnsboro,  LA  71295,  Representative; 
Lawrence  A.  Winkle,  P.O.  Box  45538, 
Dallas.  TX  75245  (214)  358-3341.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Monroe,  LA  and 
Houston,  "ra,  from  Monroe  over  U.S. 
Hwy  165  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy  10,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
90  and  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  Houston, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

MC  124679  (Sub-134),  filed  February 

13. 1981.  Applicant;  C.  R.  ENGLAND 
AND  SONS,  INC.,  975  West  2100  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84119. 

Representative:  Robert  H.  Cannon  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (801)  972-2712. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and 
appliance  businesses,  between  the 
facilities  of  the  Sony  Corporation  at  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 


the  other,  points  in  OR,  WA,  MT,  ID,  UT, 
NV.  CO,  WY.  NM.  and  AZ. 

MC  126118  (Sub-260),  filed  February 

10, 1981.  Applicant;  CRETE  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  81228, 

Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Representative: 

David  R.  Parker  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (402)  475-4414.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  Condition:  Issuance  of  a  certificate 
in  this  proceeding  is  subject  to 
coincidental  cancellation  of  all  existing 
certificates. 

MC  140889  (Sub-ll),  filed  February  20. 
1981.  Applicant:  FIVE  STAR 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  4720  Beidler  Rd.. 
Willoughby,  OH  44094.  Representative: 
Ignatius  B.  Trombetta,  1220  Williamson 
Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114,  216-781- 
1600.  Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Mobile  Chemical  Company,  of  Pittsford, 
NY. 

MC  144858  (Sub-41),  filed  February  19, 
1981.  Applicant;  DENVER  SOUTHWEST 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9799,  Little 
Rock,  AR  72209.  Representative:  Scott  E. 
Danile,  800  Nebraska  Savings  Bldg.,  1623 
Famam,  Omaha,  NE  68102,  402-348- 
0832.  Transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  SCM 
Corporation,  of  Cleveland,  OH. 

MC  147198  (Sub-10),  filed  February  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  P.  &  E.  I.  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC,,  Box  175,  Rossville,  IL  60963. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawlay,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield.  IL  62701  (217) 
544-5468.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Hubbard  Milling  Co.,  of  Mankato,  MN. 

MC  149029  (Sub-4),  filed  February  11. 
1981.  Applicant:  VANWORMER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Star  Route. 

Cranberry,  PA  16319.  Representative: 
Dwight  L.  Koerber,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1320, 110 
N.  2nd  St.,  Clearfield,  PA  i8830,  814- 
765-9611.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Venango  County,  PA. 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  150189  (Sub-2),  filed  February  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  G.  BERRY,  Box  8. 
Shawneetown,  IL  62984.  Representative: 
Michael  W.  O’Hara,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  IL  62701  (217)  544-5468. 
Transporting  such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Kroger  Company,  of  Cincinnati,  OH. 
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MC  151118  (Sub-8),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  MDR  CARTAGE,  INC., 
516  West  Johnson,  Jonesboro,  AR  72401. 
Representative:  Douglas  G  Wynn,  P.O. 
Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS  38701  (601) 
335-3576.  Transporting  machinery, 
between  points  in  Craighead  County, 

AR  and  Shelby  County,  TN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  152128  (Sub-4),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  STATE  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE.  INC.,  13209  Market  St.. 
Houston,  TX  77015.  Representative:  C. 

W.  Ferebee,  720  N.  Post  Oak,  Suite  230, 
Houston,  TX  77024  (713)  688-6110. 
Transporting  Mercer  commodities. 
between  points  in  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  AR.  CO.  LA. 
MS,  NM.  OK.  TX.  and  WY. 

MC  152238  (Sub-3),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Representative: 
John  R.  Harleman  (address  same  as 
applicant)  916-436-2215.  Transporting 
(1)  building  materials,  and  (2)  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  between  points  in 
Contra  Costa  and  San  Joaquin  Counties, 
CA.  and  Umatilla  County,  OR,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AZ.  CA.  OR,  WA.  ID.  UT,  and  NV. 

MC  153198  (Sub-lJ,  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  CORN  ENTERPRISES. 
INC.,  1  Mackie  Court,  Harrison,  OH 
45030.  Representative:  Rex  A.  Com, 

(same  address  as  applicant)  513-367- 
2342.  Transporting  genera/  commodities, 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contracts]  with  Dorcy 
Ashflash,  Inc.,  and  Central  Ohio 
Shippers  Coordinated  Coiporation,  both 
of  Columbus,  OH. 

MC  153348  (Sub-1),  filed  February  12, 
1981.  Applicant  HAROLD  J.  FUNK, 
d.b.a.  FUNK  TRANSPORT.  405  South 
Polk  St.,  Lancaster,  W1  53813. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel.  Olde 
Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana  Rd., 
Madison.  WI  53719  (608)  273-1003. 
Transporting  pe/ro/eum  products, 
natural  gas  and  related  products,  and 
gasohol,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
People’s  Community  Oil  Co-operative,  of 
Lancaster,  WI. 

MC  154268,  filed  February  10. 1981. 
Applicant  RONNIE  G.  LAWRENCE, 
d.b.a.  RON’S  TRANSPORT.  516  Beard 
Ave.,  Modesto,  CA  95354. 
Representative:  Raymond  A.  Greene,  Jr., 
100  Pine  St.,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94111.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  WA,  OR, 

CA.  NV.  MT,  ID.  UT,  AZ.  CO.  WY,  NM. 
NE.  KS.  TX,  MO.  AR,  LA.  KY,  TN.  MS. 
GA,  AL.  FL.  VA.  OH.  and  IN. 


MC  154308,  filed  Febmary  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  RAYMER’S  EXPRESS,  INC., 

41  Danton  Drive,  Methuen,  MA  01844. 
Representative:  Russell  S.  Callahan,  P.O. 
Box  1806,  Brockton.  MA  02403  (671)  697- 
7748.  Transporting  genera/ com/rjoc///yes 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  MA,  NH,  and  Rl. 

Volume  No.  OP5-10 

Decided:  March  12. 1981. 

By  The  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  488  (Sab-24)  filed  February  9, 

1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN’S  EXPRESS 
COMP/VNY,  a  corporation,  Monroeville, 
PA  15146.  Representative:  Joseph  E. 
Breman,  700  Fifth  Ave.  Bldg.,  5th  FI,. 
Pittsburgh.  PA  15219,  412-281-1980. 
Transporting  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products  between  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  WI,  lA.  MO,  AR. 
and  TX. 

MC  8958  (Sub-47)  filed  February  10, 
1981.  AppUcant:  THE  YOUNGSTOWN 
CARTAGE  COMP/VNY,  INC.,  825  West 
Federal  St.,  Youngstown.  OH  44501. 
Representative:  David  A.  Turano,  100 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215, 
614-228-1541.  Transporting  (1)  metal 
products  and  (2)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
store  products,  between  those  facilities 
used  by  Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical 
Coiporation  at  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR.  and  TX,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN.  lA,  MO, 
AR,  and  TX. 

MC  65088  (Sub-6)  filed  February  10. 
1981.  Applicant:  FA  YARD  MOVING 
AND  TRANSPORTATION 
CORPORATION.  2615  25th  Ave., 
Gulfport,  MS  39501.  Representative: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
Jackson.  MS  39205,  601-948-8820.  Over 
regular  routes,  serving  all  intrmediate 
points,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  Mobile.  AL, 
and  Atlanta,  GA,  from  Mobile  over  U.S. 
Hwy  31  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  65, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  65  to 
Montgomery,  AL,  and  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  85  to  Atlanta,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  between 
Montgomery.  AL,  and  Atlanta,  GA,  fi'om 
Montgomery  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  65,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  65  to  Birmingham,  AL, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  78  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  20,  and  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  20  to  Atlanta,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (3)  between 
New  Orleans,  LA,  and  Houston,  TX,  from 
New  Orleans  over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to 
Houston. 


Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  existing  regular-route 
authority  so  as  to  provide  a  direct  service. 

MC  105269  (Sub-95)  filed  February  18. 
1981.  Applicant:  GRAFF  TRUCKING 
COMP/VNY,  INC.,  2110  Uke  St.. 
Kalamazoo,  MI  49005.  Representative: 
Edward  Malinzak,  900  Old  Kent  Bldg.. 
Grand  Rapids,  MI.  616-459-6121. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  106398  (Sub-1095)  filed  February 

10. 1981.  Applicant:  NATION/U. 

TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC.,  705  South 
Elgin,  Tulsa,  OK  74120.  Representative; 
Gayle  Gibson  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (918)  582-1900.  Transporting 
metal  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  117119  (Sub-838),  filed  February 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  AR  7272a  Representative: 

L.  M.  McLean  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (501)  248-7261.  Transporting 
lighting  fixtures,  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  119689  (Sub-35],  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant  PEERLESS 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  2701  Raihtiad 
Street  Pittsburgh,  PA  15222. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Hefferin 
(same  address  as  apphcant)  (412)  456- 
2976.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facilities 
used  by  Airwick  Industries.  Inc.,  at 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  129908  (Sub-77),  filed  February  10. 
1981.  Applicant:  AMERICAN  F/^RM 
UNES,  INC.,  8125  S.W.  15th  St. 
Oklahoma  City.  OK  73147. 
Representative:  T.  J.  Blaylock,  P.O.  Box 
75410,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73147,  405- 
787-6660.  Transporting  (1)  machinery 
and  (2)  lumber  and  wood  products 
between  Oklahoma  City.  OK,  Los 
Angeles,  CA.  and  Chicago,  IL.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  129908  (Sub-78),  filed  February  11. 
1981.  Applicant:  AMERICAN  FARM 
LINES,  INC.,  8125  S.W.  15th  St., 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73147. 
Representative:  T.  J.  Blaylock,  P.O.  Box 
754ia  Oklahoma  City.  OK  73147,  405- 
787-6660.  Transporting  ^50(/ cult/ ne/ote</ 
products,  between  points  in  lA  and  WL 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  TX.  TN,  KS,  MO.  IN,  and  IL. 

MC  133478  (Sub-27),  filed  February  12. 
1981.  Applicant:  DG  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  23727,  Portland,  OR  97223. 
Representative:  Peter  H.  Glade,  One  SW 
Columbia.  #555,  Portland.  OR  97258. 
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503-227-1681.  Transporting  building 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Chapman  Lumber  Co.,  of  Portland,  OR. 

MC 135989  (Sub-21),  filed  February  12, 
1981,  Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  1428  Monte  Vista  Ave.,  Chino,  CA 
91710.  Representative:  William  J. 
Lippman,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St„  Denver,  CO  80209,  303- 
320-6100.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Sterling  Colorado  Beef  Co.,  of  Sterling 
CO.,  and  Circle  C  Beef  Co.,  of  Denver, 
CO. 

MC  142059  (Sub-162),  filed  February 
10, 1981.  Applicant:  CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  911,  Joliet, 
IL  60434.  Representative:  Jack  Riley 
(same  address  as  applicant)  800-435- 
9355.  Transporting  metal  products 
between  points  in  Cook  County,  IL,  and 
Lake  County,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S, 

MC  146149  (Sub-19),  filed  February  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  4989  Vulcan  Ave., 
Columbus,  OH  43228.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215,  614-228-8575.  Transporting 
metal  products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in 
Hillsborough  County,  FL,  and  Cuyahoga 
and  Stark  Counties,  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  154119  (Sub-1),  filed  February  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  LINDSEY  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  3415  Southside  Ave., 
Cincinnati,  OH  45204.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215,  (614)  228-8575.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between 
Cincinnati,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154228,  filed  February  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  MICHIGAN  UMOUSINE, 
INC.,  626  North  Illinois  Ave.,  Atlantic 
City,  NJ  08401.  Representative:  Brian  S. 
Stem,  North  Springfield  Professional 
Center  II,  5411-D  Backlick  Rd.,  703-941- 
8200.  Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  limited  to  the  transportation 
of  not  more  than  16  passengers  in  any 
one  vehicle  (exclusive  of  the  driver),  in 
charter  and  special  operations,  between 
points  in  Atlantic  County,  NJ,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  LaGuardia  and 
John  F.  Kennedy  Airports,  New  York, 
NY,  Philadelphia  International  Airport, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Greater  Wilmington 
Airport,  Wilmington,  DE,  Baltimore- 
Washington  International  Airport,  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  Washington  National 
Airport,  Arlington,  VA,  and  Dulles 


International  Airport,  near  Chantilly, 

VA. 

MC  154288,  filed  February  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  HENDERSON  TRAVEL, 

INC.,  121  West  Barnwell  St., 
Hendersonville,  NC  28739. 
Representative:  Virginia  D.  Johnson 
(same  address  as  applicant)  (704)-693- 
0701.  Authority  to  operate  as  a  broker  at 
Hendersonville,  NC,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  beginning  and  ending  at  points 
in  Henderson,  Buncombe,  Polk,  and 
Transylvania  Counties,  NC,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154318,  filed  February  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  G.F.C,  INC.,  227  Old 
Dominion  Drive,  Charleston,  SC  29405. 
Representative:  John  D.  Cook  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (803)  552-6786. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  SC. 

MC  154349,  filed  February  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  VERNON  MILUNG 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Highway  18  West, 

P.O.  Drawer  R,  Vernon,  AL  35592. 
Representative:  James  W.  Porter,  1725- 
28  City  Federal  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203,  (205)  322-1744.  Transporting  (1) 
food  and  related  products,  and  (2) 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  International 
Minerals  and  Chemical  Corporation,  of 
Mundelein,  IL. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8569  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision*Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  mle  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  and 
to  comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 
$10.00. 


Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.s.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  th6  human  envirorunent  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract." 

Volume  No.  OPl-077 

Decided:  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 
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MC 154400,  Filed  January  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  LEYDEN  SHIPPING 
CORPORATION,  One  World  Trade 
Center,  Suite  2661,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Representative:  Bernard  Leyden  (same 
address  as  applicant).  As  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except 
houseehold  goods),  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP2-044 

Decided:  March  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 

MC  106893  (Sub-18),  filed  January  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  WIEDERHOLD 
FREIGHT  UNES,  5224  Whalen  St.. 

Elkton,  MI  48731.  Representative: 

Edward  E.  Wiederhold  (same  as 
applicant)  (517)  375-4030.  Transporting 
for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government  (1)  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions),  and 
(2)  shipments  weighing  100  pounds  or 
less  if  transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in 
which  no  one  package  exceeds  100 
pounds,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP5-76 

Decided;  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC  119988  (Sub-272),  filed  January  6, 
1981.  Initially  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  5, 1981.  Applicant: 
GREAT  WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin,  TX  75901. 
Representative:  Larry  Norwood  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  Ft.  Calhoun, 
NE,  Arbyrd,  Homersville,  and 
Whitewater,  MO,  GosnelL  AR, 

Roseville,  IL.  Randolph,  lA.  Clayton, 
Commerce,  and  Talihina,  OK,  Treece, 

KS,  Griffith  and  Merrillville,  IN,  Cayce, 
KY,  Lanare  and  Mentone,  CA,  Ballston 
and  Milton,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
s  ibstitute  motor  carrier  service  for 
completely  abandoned  rail  service.  This 
application  is  republished  so  as  to  include 
Cayce,  KY,  and  Lanare  and  Mentone,  CA,  as 
service  points. 

MC  121489  (Sub-23F),  filed  October  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  NEBRASKA-IOWA 
XPRESS,  INC.,  3219  Nebraska  Ave., 
Council  Bluffs,  LA  51.501.  Representative: 
William  S.  Rosen,  630  Osborn  Bldg.,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55102.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
for  the  United  States  Government, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 


MC  154009,  filed  February  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  EAST  COAST 
CONSOUDATORS,  INC.,  1301  North 
Broad  St,  Woodbury,  NJ  08096. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 
1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  As  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods),  between  points  in  die  U.S. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Due  61-8570  Filet!  S-IO-Bl:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
affSr  July  3. 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  Rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at' 45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant's 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  govering  section  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fiL  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  afiecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 


be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right 

Note.— All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract" 

Volume  No.  OPl-078 

Decided:  March  12, 1%1. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1. 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 

MC  142080  (Sub-18),  filed  February  6. 
1981.  Applicant  LITE  TRANSPORT. 

INC,  480  Neponset  St.  Canton,  MA 
02021.  Representative;  Frederick  T. 
O’Sullivan,  P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody,  MA 
01960.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Chase 
&  Company  of  New  York,  hTy. 

MC  148620  (Sub-4),  filed  February  5. 
1981.  Applicant  K.  G.  L 
COiNTRACTING  SERVICES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  8202,  Pembroke  Pines,  FL  33024. 
Representative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400 
Candler  Bldg.,  127  Peachtree  St.. 

Atlanta.  GA  30043  (404)  658-8045. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  stores  and 
food  business  houses,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  General  Foods  Corporation  of 
White  Plains,  NY. 

MC  151480  (Sub-2),  filed  February  4, 
1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  5. 1981. 
Applicant  SUNBELT  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  13008,  Florence,  SC  29504. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clarii.  P.O. 

Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
Charleston,  SC  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OK  and  TX  and 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
MN.  lA.  MO.  AR,  and  LA. 
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Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  reflect  the  correct  territorial  description. 

MC 151550  (Sub-1),  filed  February  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  DEl^ILL  GREENE, 

Route  1,  Box  230,  Clio,  AL  36017. 
Representative:  Boyd  Whigham,  104 
Court  Square,  Clayton,  AL  36016,  (205) 
775-8555.  Transporting  lumber  and 
wood  products,  between  points  in 
Barbour  County,  AL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  OH,  SC,  TN,  TX, 
and  VA. 

Volume  No.  OP4-069 

Decided:  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  42487  (Sub-1033),  filed  February  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS,  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr.,  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R, 
Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208,  (503)  228-4692.  Transporting 
lumber  and  woad products,  between 
points  in  MO. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  to  its 
existing  authority  in  Docket  No.  MC-42487 
(Subs  500,  578,  646,  708,  787,  799,  831,  865  and 
896]  at  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City,  and  St.  Joseph, 
MO  to  permit  service  to  and  &om  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  147276  (Sub-3),  filed  January  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  BULBURG,  INC.,  25060 
Wick  Rd.,  Warren,  MI  48684. 
Representative:  William  B.  Elmer,  624 
Third  St,  Traverse  City,  MI  49684. 
Transporting  machinery  and  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Wayne, 
Oakland  and  Macomb  Counties,  Ml,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  154476  filed  February  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  STAR  TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICE,  INC.,  6660  Dixie  Hwy., 
Fairfield,  OH  45014.  Representative: 

Ross  A.  Vaughn  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (513)  721-7460.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  used  or  dealt 
in  by  the  shipping  and  container 
industry,  between  points  in  Hamilton, 
Butler,  and  Montgomery  Counties,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN, 

VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 

Volume  No.  OP5-75 

Decided:  March  12, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

FF  478  (Sub-1),  filed  January  28, 1981. 
Applicant  BRINKE 

TRANSPORTATION  CORPPORATION, 
11858  N.W.  36th  Ave.,  Miami,  FL  33168. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 


Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934,  (201)  435- 
7140.  Transporting  in  interstate 
commerce,  general  commodities, 
between  points  in  FL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  GA,  IL,  NJ, 
and  NY. 

MC  37898  (Sub-1),  filed  February  5, 

1981.  Applicant:  TFffi  SNYDER 
BROTHERS  MOVING,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
GEORGE  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  427,  Warrendale, 
PA  15086.  Representative:  John  A. 

Vuono,  2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15219,  412-471-1800,  Transporting 
household  goods,  between  points  in  PA 
on  and  west  of  U.S,  Hwy  219,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 

CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS,  KY, 
LA,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VT, 

VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC. 

MC  40978  (Sub-83),  filed  January  23, 
1981,  previously  published  in  Federal 
Register  issue  February  20, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHAIR  CITY  MOTOR 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  3321  South 
Business  Drive,  Sheboygan,  WI  53081. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Alexander, 
710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 

Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Transporting 
general  cammodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives)  between  the  facilities 
of  Liberty  Diversified  Industries,  Inc.,  its 
divisions  and  subsidiaries,  in 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN,  and  at  points 
in  Winona  Coimty,  MN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN, 
MI,  and  WI. 

Note. — ^This  republication  adds  the  words 
“its  divisions  and  subsidiaries.” 

MC  142559  (Sub-162F).  filed  October 

24. 1980.  Applicant:  BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3830  Kelley 
Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114. 
Representative:  John  P.  McMahon,  100  £. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  manufachirers  and 
distributors  of  electrical  and  electronic 
equipment  and  parts,  and  plastic  articles 
and  parts,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1), 
between  the  facilities  used  by  Gould, 
Inc.,  at  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and 
HI],  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

MC  153379  (Sub-l),  filed  February  3, 
1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  (republication)  of  March 

10. 1981.  Applicant:  FRANK  LACKEY 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  48,  Fort  Smith,  AR 
72902.  Representative:  William  D. 
Hendrix  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  International 


Minerals  and  Chemical  Corp.,  of 
Florence,  AL. 

Note. — Purpose  of  republication  is  to 
include  territorial  description  inadvertantly 
omitted  in  original  publication. 

MC  154258,  filed  February  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  G.  L.  WASKO  AND  SONS, 
7615  Date  Rd.,  Stevensville,  MI  49127. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Ross,  3104  S. 
Cedar  St.,  Lansing,  Ml  48910. 
Transporting  general  commodities, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Midwest 
Foimdry  Co.  (Div.  of  Marmon  Group),  of 
Coldwater,  MI,  Manley  Brothers  of 
Indiana,  Inc.,  of  Chesterton,  IN,  and 
Insulation  Consultant  &  Management 
Service,  Inc.,  of  Baroda,  ML 
MC  154279,  filed  February  6, 1981, 
Applicant:  S  &  S  SERVICES,  INC.,  East 
Pier,  Port  of  Gulfport,  Gulfport,  MS 
39501.  Representative:  David  Earl 
Tinker,  1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Suite  1112,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  MS,  AL,  and 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  GA,  FL,  TN,  MS,  LA,  ,TX, 
OK,  AR,  and  MO,  and  (2)  lumber  and 
wood  products,  between  points  in  MA 
and  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  GA,  FL,  TN,  MS,  LA, 
TX,  OK,  AR,  and  MO. 

MC  154309,  filed  February  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRAVEL  RESOURCES,  INC., 
126  State  St.,  Boston,  MA  02109. 
Representative:  William  A.  Lowell,  One 
Federal  St.,  Boston,  MA  02110  (617)  426- 
4600.  To  operate  as  a  broker,  at  Boston, 
MA,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|Ml  Doc.  81-«S71  Filed  3-19-61;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
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any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant's 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  notified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fltness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  afiecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufiicient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  fulll 
efiect  only  long  as  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  vertified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

'To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 


where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract.” 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-015 

Decided;  March  12, 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1. 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 

MC  73533  (Sub-16),  filed  February  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  KEY  WAREHOUSE 
SERVICES,  820  South  Oldham  St., 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  21224. 
Representative:  William  F.  Lamperelli 
(same  address  as  applicant)  301-327- 
5800.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  die  U.S. 

MC  128153  (Sub-5),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  VICTORY  VAN 
CORPORA'nON,  950  South  Pickett 
Street,  Alexandria,  VA  22304. 
Representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter, 
1700  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Transporting  used  household 
goods  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 
on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[111  Doc.  81-8572  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  (uly  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rule  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  Rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
fit)m  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commssion’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 


application  imder  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49. 
Subtitle  rv.  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  ^is  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  afiecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufiicient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
efiect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract". 

Volume  No.  OP2-045 

Decided:  March  11. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Taylor. 

MC  151213  (Sub-IF),  (Correction),  filed 
November  25. 1900,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  December  16, 
1980,  and  republished,  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  S.  KENNETH 
PUCKETT,  8638  Hayshed  Lane, 
Columbia,  MD  21045.  Representative: 
Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O.  Box  25. 
Stanleytown,  VA  24168.  Transporting  (1) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  department  stores,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
Altavista.  Lynchburg  and  Martinsville, 
VA  and  points  in  NC. 
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MC 152593  (Sub-1),  filed  February  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  MARTY’S  AUTO 
SERVICE,  314  SE  10th  St.,  Dania,  FL 
33004.  Representative:  Richard  B. 

Austin,  320  Rochester  Building,  8390  NW 
53d  St.,  Miami,  FL  33166.  Transporting 
used  motor  vehicles,  between  points  in 
AL  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  PA,  RI,  SC,  VA  and  DC. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8573  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Volume  No.  41] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Restriction  Removals; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  March  13, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 

1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR 1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h]. 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  dqys  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Alspaugh,  and 
Shafier. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  3581  (Sub-31)X,  filed  February  23, 

1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  11, 1981,  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  THE 
MOTOR  CONVOY,  INC.,  2175  Parklake 
Drive,  NE.  Suite  107,  Atlanta,  GA  30345. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 


Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  1  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  fi'om 
automobiles,  trucks,  chassis,  tractors 
and  tractor  attachments  and  accessories 
to  "transportation  equipment  and 
machinery”  (2)  authorize  radial  service 
in  the  first  portion  of  its  authority 
between  Fulton  County,  GA  (for 
Hapeville,  GA)  and  points  in  AL,  FL, 

GA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  and  TN  and  (3)  remove 
the  restriction  against  the  transportation 
of  shipments  moving  from  Guntersville, 
AL,  and  Memphis,  TN,  which  have 
previously  moved  to  such  points  by 
barge  and  which  have  originated  at 
Detroit,  MI,  or  Toledo,  OH,  and  are 
destined  to  any  point  in  NC  or  SC.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
machinery  to  part  (1)  of  the  captain 
summary  to  bring  Ae  commodity 
description  into  conformance  with  the 
STCC. 

MC  19627  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  FULTON  MOVING 
AND  STORAGE,  INC.,  3002  N.  Wygant 
Avenue,  Portland,  OR  97217. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  N.  W.  23rd  Avenue,  Portland,  OR 
97210.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-3  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  fiom 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions) 
to  “general  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives)”,  (2)  remove  the 
requirement  that  shipments  have  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  and  (3)  expand  the 
territorial  authority  fit)m  named  airports 
to  cities  and  commercial  zones:  (a) 
Portland  International  Airport,  OR  to 
Portland,  OR,  and  (b)  Seattle-Tacoms 
International  Airport,  near  Seattle,  WA 
to  Seattle,  WA. 

MC  24784  (Sub-42)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  BARRY,  INC.,  463  South 
Water,  Olathe,  Kansas.  Representative: 
Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100  CharterBank 
Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64141.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  the  restriction  in  its  Sub-No.  12F 
certificate  limiting  the  transportation  of 
traffic  to  that  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail. 

MC  41098  (Sub-56)X,  filed  February 
18, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  9, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  GLOBAL  VAN  LINES,  INC., 
Number  One  Global  Way,  Anaheim,  CA 
92803.  Representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street,  NW.,  Suite 
301,  Washington,  DC  20006.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Subs- 
42, 49F,  and  50F  certificates,  and  permit 
MC  144860  Sub-lF  to  (1)  broaden  its 
commodity  descriptions  (A)  in  Sub-42, 


from  new  furniture,  and  furnishings,  and 
new  store,  restaurant,  household, 
hospital,  institutional,  and  office  fixtures 
and  equipment,  to  “furniture  and 
fixtures,  machinery  and  furnishings,” 
and  from  new  floor  covering,  carpet  and 
padding,  to  “textile  mill  products,”  and 
(B)  in  Subs-49F,  50F,  and  permit  MC 
144860  Sub-1,  from  golf  carts  and 
industrial  vehicles,  and  parts  and 
attachments,  and,  helicopters  and  parts 
for  helicopters,  to  “transportation 
equipment”;  (2)  in  each  certificate, 
change  its  one-way  authority  to  radial 
authority  between  several  specified 
States  in  the  U.S.,  and  replace  cities  or 
specified  plantsites  with  county-wide 
authority:  (A)  in  Sub-42,  part  (II)(a), 
Allentown,  PA,  with  Lehigh  County,  PA, 
Brockport,  NY,  with  Monroe  County, 

NY,  Ashland,  MA,  with  Middlesex 
County,  MA,  Asheboro,  NC,  with 
Randolph  County,  NC,  Ontario,  San 
Leandro,  and  Garden  Grove,  CA,  with 
San  Bernardino,  Alameda,  and  Orange 
Counties,  CA  Tukwila,  WA,  with  King 
County,  WA;  in  part  (II)(b),  Seattle  and 
Tukwila,  WA,  with  King  and  Seattle 
Counties,  WA,  Ontario,  CA,  with  San 
Bernardino  Coimty,  CA,  Grand  Prairie, 
TX,  with  Dallas  Coimty,  TX,  Lenexa,  KS, 
with  Johnson  County,  KS,  Broadview,  IL, 
with  DuPage  County,  IL,  Laurel,  MD, 
with  Prince  George  County,  MD,  Edison, 
NJ,  with  Middlesex  County,  NJ,  and 
Columbus,  OH,  with  Franklin  County, 
OH;  in  part  (II)(c),  Jackson  and  Canton, 
MS,  with  Hinds  and  Madison  Counties, 
MS,  Alamogordo,  NM,  with  Otero 
County,  NM;  in  part  (n)(d),  St,  Cloud, 
MN,  with  Steams  County,  MN, 
Mansfield,  OH,  with  Richland  County, 
OH,  Heron,  IL,  with  Williamson  County, 
IL;  in  part  (III)  (a)  and  (c),  Dalton  and 
Cartersville,  GA,  with  Whitfield  and 
Bartow  Counties,  GA;  (B)  in  Sub-49F, 
Anaheim,  CA,  with  Orange  County,  CA; 
(C)  in  Sub-50F,  Redlands,  CA,  with  San 
Bernardino  County,  CA;  and  (D)  in 
permit  MC  144860  Sub-1,  authorize 
service  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a  . 
named  shipper.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  reflect  the  expansion 
of  Jackson  and  Canton,  MS,  not  MI,  to 
appropriate  counties. 

MC  59666  (Sub-ll)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRAFIK  SERVICES, 
INC.,  25  Esten  Avenue,  Pawtucket,  RI 
02860.  Representative:  A.  Joseph  Mega 
(same  as  applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  MC  148370 
Subs-6F,  7F,  and  8F  permits  to  broaden 
its  territorial  authority  to  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  a  named  shipper,  in 
each  permit. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


17917 


MC  90511  (Sub-7)X.  filed  March  3, 

1981.  Applicant:  CONSTABLE 
TRANSPORT,  LIMITED,  P.O.  Box  248, 
Thorold  Ontario.  Canada  L2V  3Y9. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Gunderman, 
Suite  710,  Statler  Building,  Buffalo,  NY 
14202.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Subs-3  and  4 
by  (1)  broadening  the  comntodity 
descriptions  wood  pulp  and  pulpboard, 
paper  stock,  pulpboard,  and  paper 
winding  cores  and  plugs  and  waste 
paper  to  “pulp,  paper  and  allied 
products”;  (2)  broadening  Tonowanda, 
Akron,  Oakfield,  Lockport,  and  the  town 
of  Tonawanda,  NY  to  points  in  Erie. 
Genesee  and  Niagara  Counties,  NY;  (3) 
replacing  one-way  with  radial  authority, 
including  attendant  implied  authority  for 
the  movement  of  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies;  and  (4)  broadening 
authority  from  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  Niagara 
Falls  and  Buffalo,  NY,  to  all  ports  of 
entry  in  New  York  to  allow  radial 
service  between  ports  of  entry  in  NY, 
and  points  in  Erie,  Genesee,  and 
Niagara  Counties,  NY. 

MC  106644  (Sub-360)X,  filed  February 

26. 1981.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
916,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Representative: 
Louis  C.  Parker  III  (same  as  above). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Subs-168,  227  and  262F  certificates 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  source,  special  nuclear, 
and  by-product  materials,  radioactive 
materials,  related  radioactive 
equipment,  component  parts  and 
associated  materials  to  “metal  products; 
machinery;  hazardous  materials; 
chemicals  and  related  products;  ores 
and  minerals;  clay  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products;  waste  or  scrap  material 
not  identified  by  industry  producing”, 
and  (2)  remove  the  AK  and  HI 
exceptions  to  allow  radial  service 
between  TX  and  the  U.S. 

MC  108223  (Sub-43)X,  filed  February 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  CENTURY- 
MERCURY  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  43050,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Representative:  Robert  S.  Lee,  1600  TCF 
Tower,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 
Applicant,  a  non-rail  affiliated  carrier, 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
and  Subs-13, 16, 19,  23,  29,  33,  34,  36,  and 
40  certificates  and  MC  52752  (acquired 
in  MC-F-i4i32)  to:  (A)  broaden  its 
commidity  description  from  (1)  general 
commodities  with  various  exceptions  to 
“general  commodities  except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives”  in  all  instances  in  the 
lead  and  Subs-13, 16, 19,  29,  34,  and  40 
certificates  and  MC  52752,  (2)  from 
packinghouse  products  to  “food  and 


related  products”  in  the  lead  certificate, 
sheet  6,  (3)  from  farm  machinery  and 
twine  to  “machinery”  and  “textile  mill 
products”  in  Sub-19,  sheet  8,  (4)  fi'om 
batteries,  paper,  paper  labels,  paper 
boxes,  and  chipboard  to  “machinery” 
and  “pulp,  paper,  and  related  products” 
in  Subs-19,  sheet  8  and  Sub-23,  and  (5) 
from  charcoal,  charcoal  briquettes, 
barbecue  accessories  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
'manufacture  or  distribution  of  such 
items  to  “such  conunodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  manufactures  and  distributors  of 
charcoal  and  barbecue  equipment”  in 
Sub-36;  (B)  to  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  along  its  authorized 
regular  routes  between  named  points 
primarily  in  MN,  WI,  and  IL,  in  its  lead 
and  Subs-19,  34,  and  40  certificates  and 
MC  52752,  and  to  remove  the  following 
restrictions  fi'om  its  lead  certificate  (1) 
sheet  3,  No  service  shall  be  rendered 
between  Brainerd,  Cass  Lake,  and 
Bemidji,  Minn.,  or  between  any  points 
located  between  Brainerd  and  Bemidji 
on  the  route  between  St.  Paul  and 
Blackduck,  Minn.  No  service  shall  be 
rendered  between  The  Twin  Cities  and 
points  located  on  U.S.  Highway  169 
between  Minneapolis  and  Onamia, 
Minn.,  including  Onamia,  on  the  route 
between  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highway  71  and  Minnesota 
Highway  11.  (2)  sheet  4,  No  service  shall 
be  rendered  between  Minneapolis  and 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Waskish,  Minn.,  and  points  on 
U.S.  Highways  10  and  371  between  The 
Twin  Cities  and  Brainerd,  including 
Brainerd.  No  service  shall  be  rendered 
between  Bemidji  and  Waskish,  Minn. 

No  service  shall  be  rendered  at  Brainerd 
in  connection  with  traffic  moving  to  or 
firom  Duluth,  Minn.  No  service  shall  be 
rendered  between  Duluth,  Minn.,  and 
Superior,  Wis.,  or  between  Superior  and 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.  (3) 
sheet  6,  Shipments  transported  shall  be 
limited  to  those  moving  on  through  bills 
of  lading  or  express  receipts  covering,  in 
addition  to  a  motor  carrier  movement  by 
carrier,  an  immediately  prior  or  an 
immediately  subsequent  movement  by 
rail.  Such  fiirther  specific  conditions  as 
the  Commission,  in  the  future,  may  find 
it  necessary  to  impose  in  order  to 
restrict  said  operation  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of, 
express  service.  (4)  sheet  7,  The  service 
to  be  performed  by  carrier  shall  be 
limited  to  service  which  is  auxiliary  to 
or  supplemental  of,  express  service. 
Shipments  transported  by  said  carrier 
shall  be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading,  or  express  receipt, 
covering,  in  addition  to  a  motor  carrier 
movement  by  said  carrier,  and 


immediately  prior  or  immediately 
subsequent  movement  by  rail.  Such 
further  specific  conditions  as  the 
Commission  in  the  future  may  find  it 
necessary  to  impose  in  order  to  restrict 
said  carrier’s  operation  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of, 
express  service,  and  (5)  sheet  8, 
Restriction:  No  traffic  may  be 
transported  over  U.S.  Highway  8  ftt)m 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Miim.,  to 
points  south  of  Riverside,  Wis.,  on 
carrier’s  authorized  route  between 
Duluth,  Minn.,  and  St.  Croix  Falls;  (C)  to 
delete  facilities  restriction  (C.C.C. 
Camps]  in  the  lead  certificate,  sheet  9; 

(D)  to  replace  plantsite  authority  at 
Rochelle,  IL  with  city-wide  authority  at 
Rochelle,  IL  in  Sub-19,  sheet  2;  (E)  to 
remove  the  originating  at  and  destined 
to  restriction  in  Sub-19,  sheet  2;  (F)  to 
broaden  its  territorial  description  to 
replace  (1)  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul,  South 
St.  Paul,  and  Newport,  MN,  with 
Minneapolis,  MN  in  Sub-19,  sheet  7,  (2) 
Belvidere,  IL,  with  Boone  County,  IL,  in 
Sub-19,  sheet  7,  (3)  Two  River,  WI,  with 
Manitowoc  Coimty,  WI,  in  Sub-19,  sheet 

7,  (4)  Grand  Rapids,  MN,  with  fiasco 
County,  MN,  in  Sub-33,  and  (5)  replace 
named  points  and  areas  with  county¬ 
wide  authority  in  Pepin  ,  Buffalo.  Pierce, 
Dunn,  Tremplealaeu,  Jackson,  and 
LaCrosse  Counties,  WI,  and  Houston, 
Fillmore,  Winona,  Olmstead,  Mower, 
Wabasha,  Washington,  and  Goodhue, 
MN,  in  the  irregular  route  portion  of 
Sub-34;  and  (G)  replace  one-way 
authority  with  radial  authority  (1) 
between  St.  Paul,  MN,  and  Chicago,  IL, 
and  points  in  Wisconsin  in  Sub-19,  sheet 

8,  (2)  between  Stillwater.  MN,  and 
points  in  Wisconsin  in  Sub-19,  sheet  8, 
(3)  between  Duluth,  MN,  and  Chicago, 

IL,  and  points  in  Wisconsin  in  Sub-23, 
and  (4)  between  fiasco  County.  MN,  and 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  Sub-33. 

MC  111574  (Sub-8]X,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  A.  GIORDANA 
TOUCKING  CORPORATION,  d.b.a. 
EMMETT  TRUCKING  CO..  548  Lehigh 
Avenue.  Union,  NJ  07083. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  Applicant  a  non-rail 
affiliated  carrier  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  certificate  and 
Sub-No.  7  to  (1)  remove  all  exceptions 
from  its  general  commodities  authorities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives);  (2) 
replace  Elizabethport,  Roselle,  Bayway, 
Grasselli,  Warners,  Tremley,  Fanwood, 
with  Union  County,  NJ,  Kearny,  and 
Bayonne,  with  Hudson  Coimty,.  NJ. 
Carteret  Barber,  Sewaren,  and 
Middlesex  with  Middlesex  County,  NJ. 
and  Findeme  with  Somerset  County,  NJ, 
in  its  lead  certificate;  remove  the 
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various  restrictions  limiting  service  to 
that  performed  by  the  carrier  as 
auxiliary  or  supplemental  of  rail  service, 
in  its  lead  certificate;  and  eliminate  the 
restrictions  limiting  traffic  moving  on 
freight  forwarder  bills  of  lading,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  in  its  lead 
certificate. 

MC  112617  {Sub-478)X,  filed  February 

27, 1981.  Applicant;  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  KY  40221.  Representative: 

Larry  W.  Thompson  (same  as  applicant). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-Nos.  257,  289,  310,  346,  382, 
428,  429F,  433F,  447F,  473F.  and  474F 
certificates,  and  E-26,  E-36,  E-43,  E-44, 
and  E-^5  letter  notices  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from 
chemicals,  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  acids,  plastic  and  plastic 
materials,  in  bulk,  to  “commodities,  in 
bulk”  in  all  certificates  and  letter 
notices;  (2)  remove  from  the  commodity 
description  restrictions  (a)  “in  tank 
vehicles"  in  Sub-Nos.  346,  382,  428, 429F, 
433F,  447F,  473F,  E-36.  E-43,  E-44.  and 
E-45:  (b)  “in  tank  or  hopper  type 
vehicles”  in  Sub-No,  474F;  (c)  "except 
petrochemicals”  in  Sub-Nos.  289  and  E- 
26,  E-36.  E-43,  E-44,  and  E-45:  (d) 

“except  cryogenic  liquids”  and  “lard, 
fats,  tallow,  oils  and  greases  to  points  in 
Indiana”  in  Sub-No.  346;  and  (e)  “dry 
chemicals  to  points  in  Ohio,  Chambers, 
Montgomery,  Harris,  Fort  Bend, 
Galveston,  Liberty,  and  Brazoria 
Counties,  TX”,  in  Sub-No.  289;  (3) 
remove  the  facilities  limitations  in  each 
certificate  and  letter  notice;  (4)  chctnge 
city-wide  to  county-wide  au^ority  from: 
Carrollton  to  Carrollton  County,  KY  in 
Sub-No.  257;  Owensboro  to  Daviess 
County,  KY  in  Sub-No.  289,  E-26,  E-36, 
E-43,  E-44,  and  E-45:  Mount  Vernon  to 
Posey  County,  IN  in  Sub-No,  310: 

Paducah  to  McCracken  County,  KY  in 
Sub-No.  346:  Paris  to  Bourbon  County, 

KY  in  Sub-No.  382;  Wood  River  to 
Madison  County,  IL  in  Sub-No.  429F; 
Chocolate  Bayou  and  Texas  City  to 
Brazoria  and  Galveston  Counties,  TX. 
respectively,  in  Sub-No.  433F:  Deer  Park 
to  Harris  County,  TX  in  Sub-No.  447F; 
Knoxville  to  Knox  County,  TN  in  Sub- 
No.  473F;  Haverhill  to  Scioto  County, 

OH  in  Sub-No.  474F:  and  Kingsport  and 
Elizabethton  to  Sullivan  and  Carter 
Counties,  TN,  respectively,  in  E-36:  (5) 
expand  one-way  authority  to  radial 
authority  between  (a)  Carrollton 
County,  KY  and  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL. 
GA.  IL.  IN,  lA.  KS.  KY.  LA.  MI.  MN,  MS, 
MO.  OH,  NC.  SC.  TN.  TX  and  WI  in 
Sub-No.  257;  (b)  Daviess  County,  KY  and 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA.  KS,  KY, 
LA.  MI.  MN,  MS.  MO,  NC.  OH.  OK.  SC. 
TN,  TX,  and  WI  in  Sub-No.  289;  (c) 


Posey  County,  IN  and  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CA,  CO.  CT.  DE,  FL,  GA.  lA.  KS.  LA, 

MA.  MD.  MI.  MN,  MS.  NJ,  NY,  NC.  OH, 
OK.  PA,  SC.  TX,  VT,  VA,  WV.  WA,  and 
WI  in  Sub-No.  310;  (d)  McCracken 
County,  KY  and  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 

IL,  IN.  KY,  MS,  MO.  OH.  TN.  WV.  and 
VA  in  Sub-No.  348;  (e)  Madison  County, 

IL  and  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IN,  KY, 
LA,  MA.  MD.  MI.  MO,  MS.  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
PA.  RI,  SC,  TX.  VA,  and  WV  in  Sub-No. 
429F;  (fj  Brazoria  and  Galveston 
Counties,  TX,  Houston,  TX  and  points  in 
the  US  in  and  east  of  LA,  AR,  MO,  lA, 
and  MN  in  Sub-No.  433F:  (g)  Harris 
County,  TX  and  points  in  ^e  US  in  Sub- 
No.  447F:  (h)  Scioto  County,  OH  and 
points  in  the  US  in  Sub-No.  474F;  (i) 
Daviess  County,  KY  and  points  in  MD, 
VA,  Detroit,  MI,  Sullivan  and  Carter 
Counties.  TN,  PA,  WV.  FL,  NM,  WY,  UT. 
CO,  and  MT  in  E— 26,  E>— 36,  E— 43,  and  E— 
45;  and  (j)  expand  one-way  authority  to 
two-way  authority  between  Daviess 
County,  KY  and  ND  in  E-44:  and  (6) 
remove  restrictions  against  (a)  AK  and 
HI  in  Sub-Nos.  382, 447F,  473F,  and  474F; 
and  (b)  “originating  at  and  destined  to” 
in  Sub-Nos.  257,  310,  346,  382,  and  428. 

MC  114632  (Sub-293)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  APPLE  LINES,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD  57042. 
Representative:  David  E.  Peterson  (same 
as  above).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  285F 
certificate  to  (I)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  to  "general 
commodities”,  and  (2)  remove  the 
restriction  to  traffic  moving  on  bills  of 
lading  of  freight  forwarders. 

MC  121470  (Sub-80)X,  filed  February 

26, 1981.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  801  Cowan  Street, 
Nashville,  TN  37207.  Representative: 

)ohn  M.  Nader,  1600  Citizens  Plaza, 
Louisville,  KY  40202.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-No.  23F 
certificate  to  (1)  broaden  commodity 
description  from  steel  footwalks, 
aluminum  footwalks,  and  fiberglass 
footwalks  to  “metal  products  and  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”;  (2) 
remove  the  facilities  limitation;  (3) 
change  city-wide  to  county-wide 
authority  from  Gulfport  to  Harrison 
County,  MS;  Easton  to  Northampton 
County,  PA;  and  Long  Island  City  to 
Queens  County,  NY;  (4)  remove  the  AK 
and  HI  exception;  (5)  expand  one-way 
authority  to  radial  authority  between 
Charlotte,  NC,  Harrison  County,  MS, 
Kansas  City,  KS,  Nashville.  TN, 
Northampton  County,  PA,  Queens 
County,  NY  and  points  in  the  US;  and  (6) 
remove  the  “originating  at  and  destined 
to”  restriction. 


MC  121470  (Sub-81)X,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSraR  CO.,  801  Cowan  StreeL 
Nashville,  TN  37207.  Representative: 

John  M.  Nader,  1600  Citizens  Plaza, 
Louisville,  KY  40202.  Applicant  seeks  to 
eliminate  restrictions,  in  its  its  Sub-Nos. 

9  and  11  certificate  to  (A)  expand  the 
commodity  description  to  "buildings  and 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufactiu'ers  and  distributors  of 
building  materials”,  fitim,  buildings, 
complete,  knocked  down,  or  in  sections, 
building  sections,  and  building  panels, 
parts  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  thereof,  metal  and 
prefabricated  structural  components  in 
panels,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  9,  and  printed 
hardboard,  fibreboard,  and 
particleboard,  returned  shipments 
thereof,  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  11;  (B)  eliminate  the 
facilities  limitation  in  each  Sub-No.,  (C) 
replace  city  with  county-wide  authority 
from  Portland,  TN  to  Sumner  County, 

TN  in  Sub-No.  9  and  from  Dickson,  TN 
to  Dickson  Coimty,  TN  in  Sub-No.  11, 

(D)  eliminating  the  restrictions  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  named  points  or  facilities  in 
each  sub,  (E)  change  one  way  to  radial 
authority  between  Simmer  County,  TN, 
and,  and  described  portion  of  the  U.S.  in 
Sub-No.  9  and  Dickson  County,  TN,  and, 
a  described  portion  of  the  U.S.  in  Sub- 
No.  11. 

MC  121712  (Sub-9)X,  filed  February 

27, 1981.  Applicant:  MORRIS 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  8300 
Baldwin  St.,  Oakland,  CA  94621. 
Representative:  Marvin  Handler,  100 
Pine  St.,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94111.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  8F  certificate 
to  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  (a)  oil  filters  to  “machinery”, 
petroleum  products  (in  containers)  to 
“petroleum,  natural  gas,  and  their 
products”,  in  part  (A)(2);  (b)  scaffolding 
and  shoring  and  related  steel  items  and 
machinery,  materials,  tools,  and  supplies 
used  in  concrete  construction  to  “metal 
products,  machinery,  and  construction 
and  building  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies,”  in  part  (A)(3):  (c)  iron  and 
steel  articles  to  “metal  products,”  in  part 
(A)(4):  (d)  tinplate  to  “metal  products”  in 
part  (A)(5);  and  (e)  general  commodities 
(with  exceptions,  including  the 
exception  of  automobiles  and  trucks)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  household 
goods  and  classes  A  and  B  explosives)” 
in  part  (B);  and  remove  the  restriction 
against  the  transportation  of  Mercer 
commodities,  earth  drilling  machinery 
and  equipment,  self-propelled  articles 
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weighing  15,000  lbs.  or  more  and  size 
and  weight  commodities  in  part  (A)(3). 

MC  121815  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALL  SOUTH  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1220  Faydur  Court, 
Nashville,  TN  37210.  Representative; 
Henry  E.  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425  13th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
20004.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F  and  3F  to 

(1)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  general  commodities  (with  usual 
exceptions)  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)” 
and  (2)  to  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  along  described 
regular  routes  between  (a)  Chattanooga 
and  Memphis,  TN  and  (b)  Chattanooga 
and  Nashville,  TN,  in  Sub-No.  2F,  and 
Nashville,  TN  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  in  Sub- 
No.  3F. 

MC  125910  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  CUSTOM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  310, 
Lincolnton,  NC  28092.  Representative: 
Jack  F.  Counts,  P.O.  Box  26125, 

Charlotte,  NC  28213.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub- 
No.  2F  certificates  to  broaden  its 
commodity  description  to  (1)  “textile 
mill  products  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  thereof,  waste  or  scrap 
materials  not  identified  by  industry  and 
chemicals  and  related  products”,  fit)m 
textile  materials,  textile  waste 
materials,  and  used  bagging  and  textile 
waste  materials,  and  cotton  which  are 
within  the  exemption  of  49  U.S.C. 
10526(a)(6).  when  transported  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  commodities 
specified  herein,  and  synthetic  textile 
fibers  in  its  lead  certificates;  to  (2)  “pulp, 
paper  and  related  products"  from  paper, 
paper  products,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
paper  and  paper  products  in  Sub-No.  2F; 
(3)  remove  the  “except  commodities  in 
bulk"  restriction  in  Sub-No.  2F;  and  (4) 
change  the  territorial  description  by 
substituting  Escambia  County,  FL  for  the 
named  facilities  in  Cantonment,  FL,  in 
Sub-No.  2F. 

MC  128570  (Sub-23)X,  filed  March  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  BROOKS  ARMORED 
CAR  SERVICE.  INC.,  13  East  35th  Street. 
Wilmington,  DE 19802.  Representative: 
James  F.  Flint,  406  World  Center 
Building,  918 16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  permit  No. 
MC-115601  (Sub-Nos.  3.  8,  and  14)  to  (1) 
expand  the  territorial  description  to 
authorize  service  in  each  of  the  above 
permits  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  a  continuing  contracts(s)  with 
various  shippers,  primarily  financial 
institutions;  (2)  broaden  the  commodity 


descriptions  (a)  in  Sub-No.  3  fit>m  cash 
letters  to  “audit  media  and  other 
business  records”,  (b)  in  Sub-No.  8  fix)m 
cash,  coin  currency,  securities,  and  other 
negotiable  instruments  to  “article  of 
unusual  value”  and  (c)  in  Sub-No.  14 
from  coin  and  currency  to  “articles  of 
unusual  value";  and  (3)  remove  the  “in 
armored  vehicles"  restriction  in  Sub-No. 
14. 

MC  128958  (Sub-4)X.  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  PENN  AIR 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  192, 

Middletown,  PA  17057.  Representative: 

J.  Bruce  Walter,  410  North  Third  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  1  and  2 
certificates  by  (a)  broadening  it 
commodity  description  from  “general 
commodities”  (with  usual  exceptions)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  class  A 
and  B  explosives)”;  (b)  removing  the 
“ex-air”  restrictions;  and  (c)  expanding 
the  territorial  description  to  authorize 
county-wide  authority:  In  Sub  1, 

Dauphin  County,  PA  for  Middletown, 
and.  in  Sub  2,  Essex  County  for  Newark, 
NJ. 

MC  128981  (Sub-ll)X.  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  LAND-AIR  DELIVERY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2250,  Bowling  Green.  KY 
42101.  Representative:  Louis  J.  Amato, 
P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  I^  42101. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  9  and  10  certificates 
which  authorize  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions) 
radially  between  airports  in  KS,  MO, 

NE,  OK,  and  TX,  and  points  in  KS.  MO, 
NE,  OK,  and  TX,  in  Sub-No.  9  and 
radially  between  a  portion  of  AR  and 
the  radial  points  named  above  in  Sub- 
NO.  10,  by  removing  a  restriction 
requiring  traffic  to  have  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air. 

MC  134477  (Sub-436)X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach. 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-419F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  general  commodities,  with 
exceptions  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)”;  (2) 
remove  the  facilities  limitation  at 
Minneapolis,  MN;  and  (3)  expanded  one¬ 
way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  points  in  CT,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY. 
PA,  RI  and  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  135003  (Sub-4)X.  filed  March  5. 
1981,  Applicant  C.RX  CORPCffiATION. 
4016  7th  Place,  Winona,  MN  55987. 
Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  205 
West  Toughy  Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  EL 


60068.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-3F  certificate  to 

(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  frozen  potatoes  and  potato 
products  to  “food  and  related  products", 

(2)  remove  the  facilities  limitation  at 
Minneapolis,  MN  and  expand  one-way 
authority  to  radial  authority  between 
Minneapolis,  MN  and  points  in  CT,  DE, 

IL,  IN.  KY.  ME.  MD.  MA.  MI.  MO,  NH. 

OH.  PA.  RI.  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC;  and 

(3)  eliminate  the  “originating  at  the 
destined  to”  restriction. 

MC  136605  (Sub-165)X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8129,  Missoula,  MT  59807, 
Representative:  Allen  P.  Felton  (same 
address).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictstion  from  its  Sub-Nos.  45F,  65F, 
71F,  76F,  77F,  79F.  96F.  97. 103F,  120F, 
123F,  130F.  138F,  and  158F  certificates  to 
(1)  change  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  various  steel  and  metal  items,  such 
as  iron  and  steel  articles,  steel  and 
metal  buildings,  steel  pipe  and  oil  well 
casing,  etc.,  to  “metal  products”  in  each 
of  the  above-number  certificates,  and  in 
Sub-No.  138F,  fiom  precast  concrete 
imits  and  accessories  and  steel  products 
to  “metal,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products”;  (2)  remove  the  facilities 
limitations  located  in  19  central  and 
western  States  in  each  of  the  above- 
numbered  certificates;  (3)  delete  the 
“originating  at"  restriction  in  Sub-No. 

97F;  (4)  replace  city-wide  authority  with 
county-wide  authority:  In  Sub-No.  45F, 
Norfolk  with  Madison  County,  NE;  in 
Sub-No.  71F,  Hopkins  and  Hennepin 
County.  MN;  in  Sub-No.  76F,  Spanish 
Fork  with  Utah  County,  UT;  in  Sub-No, 
77F,  Vermillion  with  Clay  County.  93;  in 
Sub-No.  97F,  Sterling  with  Whiteside 
County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  103F,  Sioux  Falls 
with  Minnehaha  County,  SD;  in  Sub-No. 
130F,  Peoria  with  Peoria  County,  IL;  and 
in  Sub-No.  138F,  Fort  Moigan  with 
Morgan  County,  CO;  and  (5)  authorize 
radial  service  between  points  located 
mainly  throughout  the  central  and 
western  portions  of  the  U.S. 

MC  138157  (Sub-267)X,  filed  February 
27. 1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931- 
South  Market  Street,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37410.  Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn 
(same  as  above).  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  229F 
certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  paperboard  products 
(except  in  bulk)  to  “pulp,  paper,  and 
related  products”,  (2)  remove  the  in  bulk 
exceptions;  (3)  broaden  the  city-wide 
authority  to  county-wide  authority  as 
follows:  Hamilton  County,  TN  for 
Chattanooga,  TN,  (4)  remove  the  AK  and 
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HI  exceptions,  and  (5)  remove  an 
originating  at  and  destined  to  named 
facilities  restriction  to  authorize  radial 
service  between  Hamilton  County,  TN 
and  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC 138902  (Sub-20)X,  filed  February 
25, 1981.  Applicant:  ERB 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  65,  Crozet,  VA  22932. 
Representative:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  authority  acquired  in  MC-F-13930 
(the  following  Sub-Nos.  refer  to  those 
under  docket  MC  138835  which  is  the 
acquired  authority)  to  (1)  change  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  frozen 
foods  in  Sub-2, 4, 18,  26,  27,  and  32, 
frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk]  in  Sub-3, 

29,  and  30,  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  dairy  products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat- 
packinghouses  as  described  in 
Modifications  of  Permits — Packing 
House  Products,  46  M.C.C.  23,  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (with 
or  without  exceptions  of  commodites  in 
bulk  or  hides),  prepared  foodstuffs  and 
frozen  bakery  goods  in  Sub-4,  from 
frozen  bakery  products  in  Sub-15,  from 
frozen  foodstuffs  in  Sub-20,  and  from 
foodstuffs,  packaging  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
production  of  frozen  foods  (except  in 
bulk),  to  “food  and  related  products";  (2) 
remove  facilities  limitations  at  Crozet, 
VA  in  Sub-2,  3, 4, 18,  and  24,  Cleveland, 
OH,  New  Albany,  IN,  and 
Goodlettsville,  TN,  in  Sub-4,  Pottstown, 
PA,  in  Sub-15,  Russellville,  AR,  in  Sub- 
18,  Greenville,  MI,  in  Sub-20,  Seabrook, 
N),  in  Sub-26,  Syracuse,  NY,  in  Sub-27, 
Plover,  WI,  in  Sub-29  and  30,  and 
Cumberland,  Gloucester,  and  Salem 
Counties,  NJ,  in  Sub-32;  (3)  substitute 
Albemarle  County,  VA,  for  Crozet,  VA, 
in  Sub-2,  3, 18  and  24;  Dane  County,  WI, 
for  Madison,  WI,  in  Sub-4;  Pope  County, 
AR,  for  Russellville,  AR,  in  Sub-18; 
Davidson  County,  TN,  for 
Goodlettsville,  TN,  in  Sub-4; 

Montgomery  County,  PA,  for  Pottstown, 
PA,  in  Sub-4  and  15;  Montcalm  County, 
MI,  for  Greenville,  MI,  in  Sub-20; 
Cumberland  County,  N),  for  Seabrook, 
N),  in  Sub-26;  Onandaga  County,  NY,  for 
Syracuse,  NY,  in  Sub-27;  Portage 
County,  WI,  for  Plover,  WI,  in  Sub-29 
and  30;  and  Kent  and  Ionia  Counties,  MI, 
for  Lake  Odessa  and  Grand  Rapids^  MI, 
in  Sub-32;  (3)  delete  vehicle  restrictions 
in  Sub-3  and  4;  (4)  remove  the 
exceptions  of  (a)  bakery  goods  moving 


from  Toledo  and  Cleveland,  OH,  in  Sub- 
3,  (b)  dairy  products  moving  form 
Madison,  WI,  in  Sub-4;  (5)  remove 
originating  at  or  destined  to  restrictins 
in  Sub-2,  3, 4, 18,  24,  26,  29,  30,  and  32;  (6) 
remove  an  interlining  restriction  in  Sub- 
4;  and  (7)  change  one-way  to  radial 
authority  (a)  between  Albemarle 
Coimty,  VA  and  Cleveland  and  Toledo, 
OH  and  29  eastern,  southern,  and 
midwestem  States  in  Sub-2,  3,  4, 18,  and 
24,  (b)  between  Cleveland,  OH,  and  10 
northeastern  and  mid-atlantic  States  in 
Sub-4,  (c)  between  Dane  County,  WI, 
and  NC,  VA,  MD,  WV,  and  DC  in  Sub-4, 
(d)  between  New  Albany,  IN,  and  MO, 

IL,  IN,  OH,  WV,  KY,  TN,  PA,  VA,  NC, 

SC  and  GA  in  Sub-4,  (e)  between 
Davidson  County,  TN,  and  AL,  GA,  KY, 
NC,  SC,  VA,  and  WV  in  Sub-4,  (f) 
between  Montgomery  County,  PA,  and 
CT,  KY,  MA,  NC,  OH,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VA, 
and  WV,  in  Sub-4  and  15,  (g)  between 
Moncalm  County,  WI  and  20  southern 
and  eastern  States  in  Sub-20,  (h) 
between  Cumberland  County,  N)  and 
NJ,  PA,  OH,  IN,  IL,  KY,  and  MI,  in  Sub- 
26,  (i)  between  Onandaga  Coimty,  NY 
and  13  eastern  and  mid-atlantic  States 
in  Sub-27,  (j)  between  Portage  County, 
WI,  and  23  eastern  southern  and 
midwestem  States  in  Sub-29  and  30,  and 
(k)  between  Kent  and  Ionia  Counties,  MI 
and  Cumberland,  Gloucester,  and  Salem 
Counties,  NJ,  in  Sub-32. 

MC  140273  (Sub-29)X.  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  BUESING  BROS. 
TRUCIGNG,  INC.,  2285  Daniels  St.,  Long 
Lake,  MN  55356.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1600  TCF  Towers,  121  So.  8th 
St.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  from  its 
Sub-7F  certificate  to  (1)  broaden 
commodity  description  from  park 
equipment,  playground  equipment, 
benches,  tables,  planters,  litter 
recepticles  and  finished  redwood 
products  to  “lumber  and  wood  products, 
and  metal  products",  (2)  replace  city 
with  county-wide  authority  form 
DeLano,  MN,  to  Wright  County,  MN,  (3) 
remove  an  exception  against 
transportation  to  and  from  AK  to  HI, 
and  (4)  change  one-way  authority  to 
two-way  authority  between  Wright 
County,  MN,  and,  points  in  the  United 
States. 

MC  140273  (Sub-30)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  BUESING  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2285  Daniels  St.,  Long 
Lake,  MN  55356.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1600  TCF  Tower,  121  South  8th 
St.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
13F  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  its 
commodity  description  from  salt  (except 
in  tank  and  hopper  containers],  to  “food 
and  related  products",  and  (2)  change  its 


one-way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  St.  Paul,  MN,  and  points  in  WI, 
LA,  ND,  SD,  IL,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  MI. 

MC  140294  (Sub-25)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  GENERAL  FREIGHTS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1946,  Middleburg  Pike, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Representative: 
Charles  E.  Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  regular  route 
authority,  paragraph  (1),  in  its  Sub-17F 
certificate  to  allow  it  to  serve  all 
intermediate  points  between 
Hagerstown,  MD  and  Baltimore,  MD. 

MC  141124  (Sub-58)X,  filed  February 
27, 1981.  Applicant:  EVANGELIST 
COMMERCIAL  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  1709,  Wilmington,  DE 19899. 
Representative:  Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  W. 
Broad,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  from  its 
lead  and  Sub-2,  3,  4,  5,  7,  9, 10, 12, 13, 

15F,  16F,  17F,  18F,  23F,  27F,  29F,  30F,  31F, 
32F,  33F,  34F,  39F,  40F,  42F,  43F,  44F,  45F, 
48F,  49F,  55F  and  56F  certificates  to  (1) 
change  the  commodity  descriptions  (a) 
from  paper  and  paper  products,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  or  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  etc.,  to  “pulp,  paper 
and  related  products"  in  the  lead,  Sub-2, 
4, 10, 12, 15F,  17F,  23F,  27F,  29F,  30F,  3lF, 
32F,  33F,  34F,  39F,  40F,  42F,  43F,  44F,  46F, 
49F,and  56F;  (b)  from  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  utilized  in  the 
installation  of  floor  coverings,  etc.,  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  floor 
coverings"  in  the  lead;  (c)  from  various 
foodstuff  items  such  as  oleomargarine, 
shortening,  etc.,  to  “such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  foodstuffs"  in  Sub-3  and 
18F;  (d)  from  asbestos-cement  roofing 
and  siding  and  accessories  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  or  distributors  of 
buildings  or  construction  materials"  in 
Sub-5;  (e)  from  wood  furniture  stock, 
wood  dimension  stocks,  wood  fiber 
board,  etc.,  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  lumber  and  wood 
products  and  furniture,  matches,  and 
veneer"  in  Sub-7, 9  and  55F;  (f)  from 
doors,  door  parts,  panels,  hardware, 
electrical  control  parts,  steel  channels, 
etc.,  to  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  building  and  construction 
materials"  in  Sub-13;  (g)  from  abrasives 
and  commodities  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  abrasives 
to  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  chemicals  or 
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allied  products"  in  Sub-16F:  and  (h)  from 
plastic  products  to  “such  conunodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  converters  of  pulp,  paper,  and 
related  products  and  plastic  products" 
in  Sub-49P:  (2)  remove  all  exceptions  to 
commodities  in  bulk  wherever  they 
appear  in  each  of  the  above-numbered 
certificates;  (3)  delete  facilities  and 
plantsite  limitations  in  the  lead,  Sub-2.  3, 
7, 10, 13. 15F.  18F,  33F.  and  49F;  (4) 
replace  city-wide  authority  with  county¬ 
wide  authority;  in  the  lead,  Hamilton 
and  Piqua  wlOi  Butler  and  Miami 
Counties,  OH;  in  the  lead  and  Sub-2, 
Chillicothe  with  Rose  County,  OH;  in 
Sub-3,  St.  Bernard  with  Hamilton 
County,  OH;  in  Sub-5,  Windgap  with 
Northhampton  County,  PA;  in  Sub-7. 
Hanover,  South  Boston,  and  Westfield 
with  Plymouth,  Boston  and  Hampden 
Counties,  MA  and  Norwich  and 
Windsor  Locks  with  New  London  and 
Hartford  Counties,  CT;  in  Sub-9,  Dixheld 
and  Oakland  with  Oxford  and  Kennebec 
Counties,  ME  and  Springfield  with 
Hampden  County,  in  Sub-10  and 
29F,  )ay  and  Livermore  Falls  with 
Franklin  and  Androscoggin  Counties, 
ME;  in  Sub-12,  Woodland  with 
Washington  County,  ME.  Gilman  with 
Essex  County,  VT,  Lyons  Falls  and 
Plattsburg  with  Lewis  and  Clinton 
Counties,  NY;  in  Sub-13,  Hartford  and 
Shelbyville  with  Blackford  anfd  Shelby 
Counties,  IN,  Cortland  with  Cortland 
County,  NY.  Marion  with  Marion 
County,  OH.  Salem  with  Marion  County, 
OR,  and  Lewistown  with  Mifflin  County, 
PA;  in  Sub-15F,  Canton  and  Waynesville 
with  Haywood  Coimty,  NC.  Asheville 
and  Fletcher  with  Buncombe  and 
Henderson  Counties,  NC;  in  Sub-17F, 
Corinth  and  Hconderoga  with  Saratoga 
and  Essex  Counties,  NY;  in  Sub-18.  Fair 
Lawn  with  Bergen  County,  NJ;  in  Sub- 
23F,  Newark  with  Alameda  County,  CA; 
in  Sub-27F,  39F,  and  43F,  Morris  and  St. 
Charles  with  Grundy  and  Kane 
Counties,  IL;  in  Sub-31F,  Middletown 
and  Hamilton  with  Butler  County,  OH, 
Miamisburg,  Urbana  and  West 
Carrollton  with  Montgomery, 
Champaign,  and  Montgomery  Counties, 
OH;  in  Sub-32F,  Fort  Edward  with 
Washington  County,  NY;  in  Sub-34F, 
Groveton  with  Coos  County,  NH  and 
Old  Town  with  Penobscot  County,  ME; 
in  Sub-40F,  Gouvemeur  with  St 
Laurence  County,  NY  and  Wilmington 
with  Will  County,  IL;  in  Sub-43F, 
Natchez  with  Adams  County.  MS;  in 
Sub-45F,  Rumford  with  Oxford  County. 
ME,  Beaver  Falls  and  Lowville  with 
Lewis  County,  NY,  Brownville  with 
Jefferson  County,  NY,  and  Brattleboro 
with  Windham  County,  VT;  in  Sub-48F, 
Hicksville  with  Nassau  County,  NY, 


Saddlebrook  with  Rochelle  County,  N], 
and  Harrodsburg  with  Mercer  County. 
KY;  in  Sub-49F,  Kalamazoo  and 
Parchment  with  Kalamazoo  and 
Parchment  Counties,  MI,  Berlin  and 
Gorham  with  Coos  County,  NH;  and  in 
Sub-55F,  Winchester  with  Clark  County, 
KY;  (5)  eliminate  the  “originating  at  and 
destined  to"  restrictions  in  Sub-4  and 
16F;  (6)  remove  except  AK  and  HI  from 
the  territorial  descriptions  in  Sub-5, 13, 
23F,  39F,  40F.  42F,  48F,  49F,  and  55F;  and 
(7)  expand  its  territorial  authority  to 
authorize  radial  service  between  points 
located  throughout  the  U.S.  or 
combinations  of  various  specified  States 
therein. 

MC 141963  (Sub-3)X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Appbcant:  AIR  CARGO  TRANSIT. 
INC.,  1311  South  27th  Street.  Phoenix, 

AZ  85034.  Representative:  Louis ). 
Amato,  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  KY 
42101.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-2F  corticate  to 
remove  the  restriction  to  the 
transportation  of  trafflc  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air. 

MC  142370  [Sub-6]X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  PAUL  LONDINO,  d.b.a. 
SCRANTON  TRANSFER.  500  North  3rd 
Street,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72901. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
43,  510  North  Greenwood  Ave.,  Fort 
Smith,  AR  72902.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-5F 
certificate  to  eliminate  the  restriction 
prohibiting  transportation  of 
commodities  to  and  fi^m  named 
facilities  located  at  Paris  and 
Charleston,  AR.  fit>m  its  authorities  to 
transport  general  commodities  with  the 
unsual  exceptions  over  a  regular  route 
between  Morrison’s  Bluff  and  Ft.  Smith, 
AR. 

MC  142399  (Sub-4)X.  filed  March  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  ELI^RBROCK 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Highway  20  East.  Sac 
City,  Iowa  50583.  Representative: 
Richard  D.  Howe,  600  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
2F.  certificate  to  (1)  replace  the  plantsite 
restriction  with  countywide  authority: 
Sac  County,  LA.  for  Sac  City.  lA,  (2) 
eliminate  die  “except  commodities  in 
bulk”  restriction;  and  (3)  eliminate  the 
restriction  against  participating  in  joint¬ 
line  service. 

MC  144049  (Sub-2)X,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  EXPORT  STORAGE 
COMPANY,  INC.,  270  Guadalupe  Street, 
Laredo,  Texas  78040.  Representative: 
Eduardo  Peiia.  jr..  243  National  Press 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20045. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-lF  certificate  to(l)  remove 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodity 
description,  except  classes  A  and  B 


explosives;  (2)  replace  the  designation  of 
the  port  of  Brownsville,  Brownsville, 
and  Boca  Chica,  Texas  with  county¬ 
wide  authority  in  Cameron  County. 
Texas;  (3)  remove  the  restriction  limiting 
authority  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  in  foreign 
commerce,  and  (4)  expand  ports  of  enby 
on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  Mexico  fiom 
Brownsville,  Texas  to  pxirts  of  entry  in 
Texas. 

MC  144568  (Sub-9)X,  filed  March  4, 
1981.  Applicant  S.  W.  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  61  Lake  Street  P.O.  Box  728, 

Rouses  Point  NY  12979.  Representative: 
Donald  E.  Cross,  400  World  Center 
Building,  918 16th  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Permit  MC 
144568  (Sub-1, 4.  5, 6,  and  7)F  by  (1) 
removing  “except  in  bulk"  restrictions 
and  broadening  the  commodity 
descriptions  (a)  in  Sub-lF,  4F.  6F,  and 
7F,  from  iron  and  steel  articles  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  iron  and  steel 
articles  to  “such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  iron  and  steel  articles”, 
and  (b)  in  Sub-5F  from  fencing  and 
fencing  parts  and  material,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
fencing  and  fencing  parts  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  or  distributors  of 
fencing”;  and  (2)  expanding  the 
territorial  authority  to  authorize  service 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  in  each  of  the 
above  permits  under  a  continuing 
contract(s]  with  named  shippers. 

MC  146145  (Sub-5)X.  filed  February 
27, 1981.  Applicant  TOWER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  5300  West  4l8t 
Street.  Chicago.  IL  60650. 

Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  IL  60603. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
firom  its  Sub-lF  and  2F  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  from 
fix>zen  foodstuffl)  to  “food  and  related 
products”  in  Sub-lF;  (2)  remove  the 
facilities  limitation  at  Chicago.  IL  in 
Sub-lF;  and  at  named  points  in  Sub-2F; 
(3)  change  dty-wide  to  county-wide 
authority  fiom  Hammond  to  Lake 
County,  IN;  Indianapolis  to  Marion 
County,  IN;  Versailles  to  Woodford 
County.  KY;  Lexington  to  Fayette 
County,  KY;  Ossining  to  Westchester 
County.  NY;  Nashville  to  Davidson 
County  TN;  Taunton  to  Bristol  County, 
MA;  and  Muscatine  to  Muscatine 
County,  LA  in  Sub-2F;  (4]  expand  one¬ 
way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  Chicago,  IL  and  points  in  CO, 
IL.  IN.  LA,  KS.  KY.  MI.  MN.  NO.  NE.  ND. 
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OH,  SD,  and  WI  in  Sub-lF;  and  (5) 
remove  the  restrictions  (a)  “except  AK 
and  HI”  in  Sub-2F;  and  (b)  “originating 
at  or  destined  to"  in  Sub-lF. 

MC  146484  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant;  F.  J.  CRIKOS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  141  Helman  Lane, 
Cotati,  CA  94928.  Representative:  Eldon 
M.  Johnson,  The  Hartford  Building,  650 
California  Street,  Suite  2808,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94108.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  permit  to 
{!)  remove  the  facilities  limitation  at 
Trentwood,  Mead,  and  Tacoma,  WA; 
and  (2)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  to  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  the  continuing  contract(s) 
with  a  named  shipper. 

MC  146844  (Sub-5)X,  filed  March  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRUCK 
BROKERAGE,  INC.,  d.b.a.  HICKS 
MOTOR  LINES.  P.O.  Box  176, 

Humboldt,  TN  38343.  Representative: 
Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008  Clark  Tower, 
5100  Popular  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-4  certificate  to  (1)  broaden 
its  commodity  descriptions  (a)  in  parts 
(1)  and  (2),  from  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packing  houses,  and  foodstuffs, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
described  above,  to  “food  and  related 
products”,  and  (b)  in  part  (3),  from  hot 
melted  adhesives,  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products”;  (2)  change  city-wide 
to  county-wide  authority  and  one-way 
to  authorize  radial  service  between 
points  in  Tipton,  Obion  and  Gibson 
Counties  (Covington,  Union  City,  and 
Humboldt]  TN,  and  points  in  the  US;  (3) 
eliminate  the  restriction  limiting 
transportation  to  traffic  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration; 
and  (4)  remove  the  AK  ^nd  HI 
exception. 

MC  147571  (Sub-l)X.  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  TWIN  RIVERS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  500 
Armory  Drive,  South  Holland,  IL  60473. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  II 60603. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  lead  permit  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  frozen 
foodstuffs,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies,  foodstuffs,  flavorings, 
stabilizers,  chocolate  coatings,  sticks, 
and  paper  products,  chocolate  cocoa 
powder,  fruit,  fruit  juice,  and  applesauce 
to  “food  and  related  products  and  pulp 
paper  and  related  products";  (2)  remove 
the  restriction  “except  commodities  in 
bulk”;  (3)  expand  its  territorial  authority 
to  between  points  in  the  US  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 


shipper;  and  (4)  remove  the  restriction 
against  service  to  AK  and  HI. 

MC  147919  (Sub-1  }X.  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  SEA  LANE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  2  Longview  Place,  Great  Neck,  NY 
11021.  Representative:  Eugene  M. 

Malkin,  Suite  1832,  2  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
certificate  to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities, 
with  exceptions,  to  general  commodities 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives);  (2) 
remove  restrictions  which  limit 
transportation  to  shipments  in  trailers  or 
containers,  and  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  water;  and 
(3)  replace  (a)  New  Bedford,  MA  with 
Bristol  County,  MA,  and  (b)  New  Haven, 
CT,  with  New  Haven  County,  CT. 

MC  147948  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  A.  J.  ROSS 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  225  Smith  St., 
Keasbey,  NJ  08832.  Representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  Two  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  (Sub-2F,  4F,  and  7F)  certificates  to 
(1)  change  the  commodity  description 
from  iron  and  steel  articles  in  (Sub-2F), 
iron  and  steel  wire  rods  in  (Sub-4F),  and 
struchiral  steel  in  (Sub-7F),  to  “metal 
products”;  (2)  delete  the  facilities 
limitations  at  Keasbey,  NJ,  in  (Sub-2F) 
and  at  Newington,  CT,  in  (Sub-7F);  (3) 
substitute  Middlesex  County,  NJ,  for 
Keasbey,  NJ,  in  (Sub-2FJ,  and  Hartford 
County,  CT,  for  Newington,  CT,  in  (Sub- 
7F];  (4)  change  one-way  to  radial 
authority  (aj  between  Perth  Amboy,  NJ, 
and  CT,  MA.  RI,  NY.  DE,  DC,  MD,  VA, 
NC,  PA,  OH,  IN,  MI,  IL,  VA,  KY,  and  NJ, 
in  (Sub-4F),  and  (b)  between  Hartford 
County.  CT.  and  NY.  MA,  NJ,  AND  RI; 
and  (5)  remove  a  restriction  requiring 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  water 
in  (Sub-4FJ. 

MC  149406  (Sub-9}X,  filed  March  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  E.  W.  WYLIE 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Fargo, 
ND  58107.  Representative:  Robert  D. 
Grisvold,  1600  TCF  Tower,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  (Sub-lF  and  2F) 
certificates  to  (1)  expand  the  territorial 
authority  from  named  facilities  at 
Chicago,  IL  to  Chicago,  IL,  in  (Sub-lF); 
and  in  (Sub-2FJ,  Sterling  and  Rock  Falls, 
IL  to  Whiteside  and  Lee  Counties,  IL, 
respectively,  (2)  authorize  radial 
authority  in  place  of  one-way  authority, 
(3)  remove  a  restriction  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination,  in 
(Sub-2FJ,  and  (4)  remove  a  restriction 
against  participation  in  joint  line 


service,  in  (Sub-2FJ. 

MC  150960  (Sub-l)X,  filed  March  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  DAVE  STRICKLER, 
INC.,  97  Anita  Place,  Mableton,  GA 
30059.  Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
Suite  12, 1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta, 
GA  30349.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove- 
restrictions  in  its  lead  permit  to  broaden 
its  authorized  territory  to  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  named 
shippers. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8538  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Volume  No.  30] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions,  Restriction  Removais; 
Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-6918  appearing  at  page 
15227,  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  March 
4, 1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  15227,  second  column,  the 
last  paragraph  in  the  application  for 
George  W.  Brown,  Inc.,  first  line  “MC 
65491  (Sub-24)X”  should  read  “MC  65491 
(Sub-18)X”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Appiication 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-5939,  published  at  page 
13593,  on  Monday,  February  23, 1981, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  13601,  in  the  first  column, 
the  first  full  paragraph,  in  the  eighth  and 
ninth  lines  of  paragraph  “MC  119917 
(Sub-3-lTA}”,  for  Dudley  Trucking 
Company,  Inc.,  "soap  products,  ”  should 
be  corrected  to  read  "soap  and  soap 
products, 

(2)  Also  on  page  13601,  in  the 
application  for  Neely  Transport,  Inc., 
MC  150706  (Sub-3-2TA).  in  the  third 
column,  the  first  line,  “A/TN”  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “AL/TN”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


[Nos.  30416;  30660] 

Class  Rates,  Mountain  Pacific  Territory 
and  Transcontinental  Rail,  1950 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  reopening  to  eliminate 
prescription. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  proposes  to 
vacate  the  order  in  these  proceedings 
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applying  the  Docket  No.  28300,  Class 
Rate  Prescription,  1939,  maximum  rate 
ceiling  to  rates  between,  from,  and  to 
mountain  Pacific  territory.  This  action  is 
a  necessary  complement  to  our  decision 
in  No.  37403,  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation — Petition  to  Eliminate 
Docket  No.  28300  Class  Rate 
Prescription,  364 1.C.C.  615,  decided 
January  9, 1981,  served  January  19, 1981 
(46  FR  8787,  published  January  27, 1981). 

DATES:  Comments  are  due  May  4, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  An  original  and  15  copies  of 
comments  should  be  sent  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  5356, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Felder  or  Jane  Mackall,  (202) 
275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proceeding  was  a  logical  outgrowth  of 
No.  28300,  supra,  262  I.C.C.  447  (1945), 

264  I.C.C.  41  (1945),  268  I.C.C.  577  (1947), 
281  I.C.C.  213  (1951).  In  No.  28300,  the 
Commission  prescribed  maximum  rail 
class  rates  for  all  territories  other  than 
mountain  Pacific.  Here,  with  certain 
exceptions,  rates  comparable  to  the  No. 
28300  scale  were  established  as 
maximum  reasonable  rates  within,  to, 
and  from  mountain — Pacific  territory. 
The  basis  for  this  action  was  the  same 
as  that  explained  in  No.  28300. 

In  No.  37403,  supra,  we  cncluded  that 
the  outstanding  prescription  in  No.  28300 
conflicted  with  the  Staggers  Rail  Act  of 
1980  in  that  it  improperly  and  arbitrarily 
limited  the  rail  industry’s  ratemaking 
flexibility  and  was  not  consistent  with 
the  current  law  of  discrimination.  The 
prescription  was  vacated.  Given  the 
relationship  between  No.  28300  and  Nos. 
30416  and  30660,  the  same  analysis  and 
conclusions  appear  required  here.  We 
reiterate  our  findings  in  No.  37403  that 
removal  of  the  prescription  need  not 
mean  the  end  of  the  usefulness  of  the 
classification  system. 

It  does  not  appear  that  this  decision 
will  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  or  conservation  of 
energy  resources.  However,  comments 
on  these  issues  are  invited. 

(49  U.S.C.  10321, 10701, 10702,  and  10704) 

Dated:  March  9, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Division  2, 
Commissioners  Gresham,  Trantum,  and 
Alexis. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8567  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  7035>01-M 


IDocket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-103F)] 

Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Co.;  Abandonment  and 
Discontinuance  of  Service  Over  Union 
Pacific  Raiiroad  Co.  Near  Fremont, 
Ames,  and  Lincoln,  Nebr.;  Notice  of 
Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  dated 
February  27, 1981,  a  finding,  which  is 
administratively  final,  was  made  by  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  5, 
stating  that,  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  (CN&W)  of  (1) 
operations  over  a  line  of  railroad  of  the 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
extending  from  Union  Pacific  milepost 
39.20  near  Fremont,  NE  to  Union  Pacific 
milepost  44.79  near  Ames,  NE,  a 
distance  of  5.6  miles,  and  (2)  a  line  of 
railroad  extending  from  C&NW  milepost 
5.6  near  Ames,  NE  to  C&NW  milepost 
52.1  at  the  end  of  the  line  near  Lincoln, 
NE,  a  distance  of  46.4  miles,  for  a  total 
distance  of  52.0  miles,  all  in  Dodge, 
Saunders  and  Lancaster  Counties,  NE, 
subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  employees  discussed  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — 
Abandonment  Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91 
(1979).  A  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  issued  to  the  CN&W  based  on  the 
above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail 
service  continuation  payment)  to  enable  the 
rail  service  involved  to  be  continued.  The 
offer  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  and 
served  concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days 
from  publication  of  this  Notice;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  profiered  assistance 
would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such  line 
of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line, 
together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issuance 
of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
postponed.  An  offer  may  request  the 
Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  ofier  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  an  offer,  and 


no  request  is  made  on  the  Commission 
to  set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  a  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  no  later 
than  50  days  after  this  notice  is 
published.  Upon  notification  to  the 
Commission  of  the  execution  of  an 
assistance  or  acquisition  and  operating 
agreement,  the  Commission  shall 
postpone  the  issuance  of  sucji  a 
certificate  for  such  period  of  time  as  an 
agreement  (including  any  extensions  or 
modifications)  is  in  effect.  Information 
and  procedures  regarding  the  financial 
assistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10905  (as 
amended  by  the  Staggers  Rail  Act  of 
1980,  Pub.  L  96-448,  effective  October  1, 
1980).  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions* 
contained  in  the  above-referenced 
decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8568  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


(No.  AB-1  (Sub-101)] 

Chicago  and  Northwestern 
Transportation  Co.,  Abandonment  in 
Worth  and  Mitchell  Counties,  lA,  and 
Mower  County,  MN;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
March  6, 1981  a  finding,  which  is 
administrately  final,  was  made  by  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number, 
stating  that,  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Chicago  and  Northwestern 
Transportation  Company  of  its  line 
extending  from  rail  Repost  48.0  near 
Manly,  LA  to  rail  milepost  14.8  near 
Austing,  MN,  a  distance  of  33.2  miles  in 
Worth  and  Mitchell  Counties,  LA,  and 
Mower  County,  MN.  The  abandonment 
is  subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  employees  discussed  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R,  Co.-Abandonmenl 
Goshen.  360  LC.C.  91  (1979). 
Additionally,  Chicago  Norfitwestem 
Transportation  Company  is  required  to 
keep  intact  all  of  the  right-of-way 
underlying  track,  including  all  bridges 
and  cidverts,  for  a  period  of  120  days 
following  the  effective  date  of  the 
decision  to  permit  any  state  or  local 
government  agency  or  other  interested 
party  to  negotiate  the  acquisition  for 
public  use  of  all  or  any  portion  of  the 
right-of-way.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
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Chicago  and  Northwestern 
Transportation  Company  based  on  the 
above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that;  (1)  a 
financially  responsible  person  (including 
a  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail 
service  continuation  payment)  to  enable 
the  rail  service  involved  to  be  continued. 
The  offer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
the  applicant,  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen 
Hanson,  Room  5417,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days  from 
publication  of  this  Notice:  and  (2)  It  is 
likely  that  such  proffered  assistance 
would:  (a)  cover  the  difference  between 
the  revenues  which  are  attributable  to 
such  line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable 
cost  of  providing  rail  freight  service  on 
such  line,  together  with  a  reasonble 
return  on  the  value  of  such  line,  or  (b) 
cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  such  line  of  railroad.  If  the 
Commission  so  Hnds,  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
postponed.  An  offer  may  request  the 
Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  an  offer,  and 
no  request  is  made  on  the  Commission 
to  set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  a  certibcate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  no  later 
than  50  days  after  notice  is  published. 
Upon  notiflcation  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
49  U.S.C.  10905  (as  amended  by  the 
Staggers  Rail  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L.  96-448, 
effective  October  1, 1980).  All  interested 
persons  are  advised  to  follow  the 
instructions  contained  therein  as  well  as 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  above- 
referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  Bl-8537  Rlfld  3-19-mi  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
lTA-W-8710] 

Automotive  Moulding  Co.,  Warren, 
Mich.;  Affirmative  Determination 
Regarding  Application  for 
Reconsideration 

By  a  letter*  received  February  24, 

1981,  a  worker  representative  requested 
administrative  reconsideration  of  the 
Department  of  Labor’s  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  to 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance  for  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Automotive  Moulding 
Company,  Warren,  Michigan.  The 
determination  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  10, 1981 
(46  FR  11740). 

The  applicant  for  reconsideration 
claimed  that  the  company’s  customers 
purchased  imported  mouldings  which 
adversely  affect  the  domestic  moulding 
market:  that  two  other  domestic 
moulding  manufacturing  concerns  which 
had  the  same  customers  as  Automotive 
Moulding  were  certified  for  adjustment 
assistance;  that  the  output  of 
Automotive  Moulding’s  production 
declined  at  a  greater  ratio  than  the 
decline  of  imported  mouldings;  and  that 
the  domestic  moulding  manufacturing 
concerns  must  compete  with  Canadian 
firms  which  are  favored  by  the  exchange 
rate  between  the  Canadian  and  the  U.S. 
dollar. 

Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application,  I 
conclude  that  the  petitioner’s  claim  is  of 
sufficient  weight  to  justify 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  prior  decision.  The  application 
is,  therefore,  granted. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  12th  day  of 
March  1981. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

IRR  Doc.  81-8645  Tiled  3-19-81: 8:45  .im| 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-28-M 

ITA-W-8262] 

The  B.  F.  Goodrich  Co.,  Oaks,  Pa.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 

*  The  letter  is  filed  as  a  p.irt  of  the  original 
document. 


worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  , 
absolutely. 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  27, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which' was  filed  by  the  United  Rubber, 
Cork,  Linoleum  and  Plastic  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Oaks,  Pennsylvania  plant  of  the  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company.  The  workers 
produce  automobile  tires  and  truck  tires. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Department  surveyed  both 
randomly  selected  and  major  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company  automobile  and 
truck  tire  customers.  Respondents  to  this 
survey  accounted  for  the  majority  of 
Goodrich’s  1979  automobile  and  truck 
tire  sales. 

Automobile  tire  customers  which 
decreased  purchases  from  Goodrich  and 
increased  purchases  of  imported  auto 
tires  in  1979  compared  with  1978  and 
during  the  first  half  of  1980  compared 
with  the  first  half  of  1979  did  not 
represent  a  significant  proportion  of 
B.  F.  Goodrich’s  auto  tire  sales  or  total 
sales  decline. 

Responding  truck  tire  customers 
which  decreased  purchases  from  the 
subject  firm  while  increasing  import 
purchases  represented  an  insignificant 
proportion  of  Goodrich’s  truck  tire  sales 
in  both  1979  and  the  first  half  of  1980. 
These  truck  tire  customers  did  not 
account  for  a  significant  percentage  of 
Goodrich’s  decline  in  truck  tire  sales. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Oaks,  Pennsylvania 
plant  of  the  B.  F.  Goodrich  Company  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th  day 
of  February  1981. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-«e46  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-M 

[TA-W-9760] 

Chromium  Mining  &  Smelting  Corp., 
Memphis,  Tenn.;  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  act 
must  be  met.  It  is  determined  in  this 
case  that  all  of  the  requirements  have 
been  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  4, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Chromium  Mining  and 
Smelting  Corporation,  Memphis, 
Tennessee.  The  workers  primarily 
produce  high  carbon  ferrochrome. 

U.S.  imports  of  high  carbon 
ferrochrome  increased  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
the  first  half  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1979. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey 
revealed  that  customers  with  reduced 
purchases  fi'om  Chromium  Mining  and 
Smelting  Corporation  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  high  carbon 
ferrochrome  accounted  for  a  significant 
portion  of  the  subject  firm’s  sales 
decline  in  the  first  eight  months  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  reveiw  of  the  acts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  high 
carbon  ferrochrome  produced  at  the 
Chromium  Mining  and  Smelting 
Corporation,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  of  the  Chromium  Mining  and 
Smelting  Corporation,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 


from  employment  on  or  after  August  30, 1980 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  2^  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  6th  day  of 
March  1981. 

Harry  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8647  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

BIUING  CODE  4S10-28-M 

[TA-W-9686] 

McKeown  Transportation  Co.  (Union 
Carbide  Corp.,  Unde  Division) 
Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  4, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  workers  engaged  in 
the  transportation  of  gas  products  from 
the  Union  Carbide  Corporation,  Linde 
Division  plant  in  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the 
workers  are  employees  of  the  McKeown 
Transportation  Company  driving  under 
an  operational  agreement  between  the 
McKeown  Transportation  Company  and 
the  Union  Carbide  Corporation. 

The  McKeown  Transportation 
Company  does  not  produce  an  article 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  The  Department  of  Labor  has 
consistently  determined  that  the 
performance  of  services  does  not 
constitute  production  of  an  article,  as 
required  by  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974;  and  this  determination  has  been 
upheld  in  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals, 
llierefore,  workers  of  McKeown 
Transportation  Company  may  be 
certified  only  if  their  separation  finm 
employment  was  caused  importantly  by 
a  reduced  demand  for  their  services 
from  a  firm  which  produces  an  article 
and  which  is  related  to  the  service 
workers’  firm  by  ownership  or  by  a 
substantial  degree  of  proprietary 
control,  or  if  the  workers  are  determined 
to  be  de  facto  (according  to  the  facts  of 
this  case)  employees  of  the  producing 
firm.  In  addition,  the  reduction  in 
demand  for  services  must  be  determined 
to  have  originated  at  a  production 
facility  whose  workers  independently 
meet  die  statutory  criteria  for 
certification,  and  that  reduction  must 
directly  relate  to  the  product  adversely 
afiected  by  increased  imports. 


During  the  course  of  the  investigation 
it  was  determined  that  workers  of  the 
McKeown  Transportation  Company 
driving  under  an  operational  agreement 
between  the  McKeown  Transportation 
Company  and  the  Union  Carbide 
Corporation  are  de  facto  employees  of 
Union  Carbide  and  that  Union  Carbide 
constitutes  the  “workers’  firm”  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act. 

None  of  the  workers  engaged  in  the 
production  of  acetylene,  argon,  nitrogen 
and  oxygen  at  the  Union  Carbide 
Corporation,  Linde  Division  are 
currently  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  benefits. 
Industry  sources  reported  that  imports 
of  gases  such  as  acetylene,  argon, 
oxygen  and  nitrogen  are  negligible  due 
to  the  high  transportation  costs. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  McKeown  Transportation 
Company,  (Union  Carbide  Corporation, 
Linde  Division)  Milwaukee.  Wisconsin 
are  driving  under  an  operational 
agreement  between  the  McKeown 
Transportation  Compemy  imd  the  Union 
Carbide  Corporation  are  denied 
eligiblity  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  imder  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  9th  day  of 
March,  1981. 

James  F.  Taylw, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8648  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-28-« 

[TA-W-93711 

Profile  steel  &  Wire,  Inc.  Detroit,  Mich.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordamce  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 
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(2]  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely. 

(3)  that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
June  27, 1980,  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
profile  Steel  and  Wire,  Incorporated, 
Detroit,  Michigan.  Workers  at  the  plant 
produce  cold  rolled  steel  wire. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  met. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  profile 
Steel  and  Wire’s  customers  purchased 
no  imported  cold  rolled  steel  wire.  All  of 
profile’s  wire  production  is  shipped  to 
plants  that  produce  Pierce  Nuts,  which 
are  patented  multi-threaded  automotive 
fasteners  and  can  not  be  imported.  One 
of  the  plants  is  affiliated  with  Profile 
Steel  and  Wire. 

Petitioners  allege  that  increased 
imports  of  automobiles  have  contributed 
importantly  to  declines  in  sales, 
production  and  employment  at  profile 
Steel  and  Wire,  Incorporated,  Detroit, 
Michigan.  Although  imported 
automobiles  incorpoate  Pierce  Nuts 
made  from  cold  rolled  steel  wire, 
imports  of  the  whole  product  are  not  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  their 
component  parts.  Imports  of  cold  rolled 
steel  wire  and  Pierce  Nuts  must  be 
considered  in  determining  import  injury 
to  workers  producing  cold  rolled  steel 
wire  and  Pierce  Nuts. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Profile  Steel  and  Wire, 
Incorporated,  Detroit,  Michigan  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974, 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  9th  day  of 
March,  1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8649  Filed  3-19-81: 8:4S  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-28-M 


lTA-W-95331 

True  Temper  Sports,  Inc,,  Division  of 
True  Temper  Corp.  Geneva,  Ohio; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eiigibiiity  To  Appiy  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

(1]  that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 

(2]  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely. 

(3]  that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
to  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  July 
28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Geneva,  Ohio,  plant  of  True  Temper 
Sports,  Incorporated,  Division  of  True 
Temper  Corporation.  The  workers 
produce  golf  shafts,  tennis  racquet 
frames,  racquet  ball  racquet  firames, 
steel  military  antennas,  and  ferrules 
(steel  tubular  hardware  for  rakes  and 
shovels). 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  golf  shafts  decreased 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1979 
compared  to  1978.  Imports  of  golf  shafts 
decreased  absolutely  in  1978  and  1979 
compared  to  the  previous  year,  and  in 
the  period  January  through  June  1980 
compared  to  the  period  January  through 
June  1979. 

U.S.  imports  of  tennis  racquet  fi'ames 
(or  unstrung  tennis  rackets)  declined 
absolutely  in  1979  compared  to  1978  and 
in  the  period  January  through  June  1980 
compared  to  January  throu^  June  1979. 

U.S.  imports  of  military  antennas, 
which  are  included  in  the  same  category 
as  amateur  radio  antennas  and  2-way 
professional  radio  antennas,  are 
negligible. 

Ihe  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  customers  who  purchased  golf 
shafts,  tennis  racquet  fi'ames  and  steel 
military  antennas  finm  True  Temper 
Corporation.  None  of  the  respondents  to 
the  survey  imported  steel  military 
antennas  in  1978, 1979  or  in  the  period 
January  through  September  1980.  None 
of  the  respondents  decreased  purchases 
of  tennis  racquet  frames  from  True 
Temper  Corporation  and  increased 
imports  of  tennis  racquet  frames  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  or  in  the  period 
January  through  September  1980 
compared  to  January  through  September 
1979.  Customers  which  decreased 


purchases  of  golf  shafts  from  True 
Temper  Corporation  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  golf  shafts 
represented  an  insignificant  proportion 
of  True  Temper  Corporation’s  total  sales 
of  golf  shafts  in  1979,  Furthermore, 
company-wide  sales  of  golf  shafts  by 
True  Temper  Corporation  increased  in 
1979  compared  to  1978  and  in  the  period 
January  through  June  1980  compared  to 
January  through  June  1979. 

Ferrules  (steel  tubular  hardware  for 
rakes  and  shovels)  were  produced  at  the 
Geneva,  Ohio  plant  of  True  Temper 
Sports,  Incorporated  as  an  inventory 
item  and  were  transferred  to  the  True 
Temper  hardware  division  plants  at 
Saybrook,  Ohio  and  at  Dunkirk,  New 
York,  to  be  assembled  into  rakes  and 
shovels.  The  ratio  of  U.S.  imports  to  U.S. 
shipments  of  shovels,  spades  and  ice 
choppers  (which  includes  parts  for 
shovels  and  rakes)  was  only  2.1  percent 
in  1979.  Absolute  imports  of  shovels, 
spades  and  ice  choppers  decreased  in 
the  period  January  through  March  1980 
compared  to  January  through  March 
1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Geneva,  Ohio  Plant  of 
True  Temper  Sports,  Incorporated, 
Division  of  True  Temper  Corporation 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  9th  day  of 
March  1981. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8850  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4610-28-M 


Determinations  Regarding  Eligibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  23273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  present 
summaries  of  determinations  regarding 
eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  issued  during  the 
period  March  2-6, 1981. 

In  order  for  an  afrirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  ^e  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers'  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 
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(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  deceased 
abosolutely,  and 

(3)  that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Negative  Determinatioiis 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  it  has 
been  concluded  that  at  least  one  of  the 
above  criteria  has  not  been  met. 

TA-W-8119;  Bethlehem  Steel  Coip., 
Lackawanna,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  sinvey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-11,372;  Hayes-Albion  Carp,,  Fifty 
Division,  Bryan,  OH 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-10,  874;  Quinlan  Lumber  Co.,  Flint,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
wooden  industrial  pallets  and  boxes  are 
negligible. 

TA-W-10,018;  Pennwalt  Carp.,  LucidolDiv., 
Geneseo,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3]  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
organic  peroxides  are  negligible. 

TA-W-8780;  Clements  Mfg.  Co.,  Inc., 
Deckerville,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8979;  Clevepak  Corporation, 

Clevaflex  Div.,  Cleveland,  OH 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8812;  Wellington  Industries,  Inc., 
Detroit,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8624;  Dominion  Auto  Accessories, 
Inc.,  Sevierville,  TN 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 


TA-W-8965;  Martha  Manning  Co.,  Inc., 
Mascoutha,  IL 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA~W-8927:  Clipper  International  Corp., 
Detroit,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  in^mrtantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8747:  Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.,  Detroit, 
MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
industrial  gases  are  negligible. 

TA-W-8410;  Sealed  Power  Carp.,  Franklin, 
KY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  meL  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8992, 9033  »  9034;  T.D.  Shea 
Manufacturing,  Inc.,  Detroit,  MI, 

Kendallville,  IN,  and  Pontiac,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9532;  Quality  Gasket  & 

Manufacturing  Co„  Clawson,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-11,261;  Ohio  Truss  Mart,  Walled 
Lake,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
trusses  are  negligible. 

TA-W-88(H;  Fabricon  Automotive  Products 
Co.,  Division  of  Eagle  Picher  Industries,  . 
River  Rouge,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3}  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8584,  8585,  8586,  9099  &  9100;  Keeler 
Corporation,  Godfrey  Street  Plant,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI,  Kentwood  Plant,  Kentwood,  MI, 
Stevens  Street  Plant,  Grand  Rapids,  MI,  Lake 
Odessa  Plant,  Lake  Odessa,  MI,  Hall  Street 
Plant,  Grand  Rapids,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 


TA-W-11,835;  MCP  Industries,  Inc.,  Detroit, 
MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3}  has 
not  been  met  The  workers’  firm  does  not 
produce  an  article  as  required  for 
certification  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-11,731;  Central  Steel  and  Wire  Co., 
Detroit,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  the  workers  do 
not  produce  an  article  as  required  for 
certification  under  Section  223  of  the  Act 

TA-W-J1,210;  Tracor  Marine,  Inc.,  South 
Bristol,  ME 

Investigation  revealed  that  the  workers  do 
not  produce  an  article  as  required  for 
certification  under  Section  223  of  the  Act 

TA-W-10,560  8f  10,561;  Indiana  Renewal 
Center  of  International  Harvester  Co., 
Franklin,  IN 

Investigation  revealed  that  the  workers  do 
not  produce  an  article  as  required  for 
certification  under  Section  223  of  the  Act. 

TA-W-9125;  Fishman  and  Tobin,  Inc., 
Philadelphia,  PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3]  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8974;  St  Clair-Pakwell,  North  Wales, 
PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
paper  bags,  folding  boxes  and  gift  wrap  are 
negligible. 

TA-W-8735;  GJ*.  Plastics,  Inc.,  Pontiac,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  woiker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8900;  Hi-Vol Products,  Inc.,  Livonia, 
PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  sur\'ey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9370;  Niko  Mfy.,  Co.,  Inc.,  Copiague, 
NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9742;  Copiague  Knitwear  Corp, 
Copiague,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  woiker  separation 
at  the  firm. 
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TA-W-9743;  Famous  Cottons,  Inc.,  Copiague, 
NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separation 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9013;  TRW,  Inc.,  Michigan  Division, 
Van  Dyke  Plant,  Sterling  Hgts,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-S951;  Teledyne-Vasco,  Monaco,  PA 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separation 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9602;  The  Lunkenheimer  Co., 
Cincinnati,  OH 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8966:  Norris  Industries;  Automotive 
Trim  Division:  Ypsilanti,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8898;  Beam  Industries,  Inc.;  Detroit, 

MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8748;  Huntsville  United  Research  & 
Technology,  Inc.;  Huntsville,  AL 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA~W-11,362;  Union  Metal  Mfg.,  Co.; 
Material  Handling  Div.,  Macedonia,  OH 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  auto 
storage  racks  &  containers  are  negligible. 

TA-W-n.301,  11,302,  &  11,303;  Wausau 
Homes,  Inc.;  Wausau,  WI;  Oscoda,  MI.  & 
Lansing,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
prefabricated  homes  are  negligible. 

TA-WS136:  Automotive  Products  Division; 
U.S.  Mfg..  Corp.;  Fraser,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 


TA-W-9006;  Die  Cast  Corp;  Jackson,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8703;  Claude  Sintz;  Inc;  Deshler,  OH 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8961;  Diamond  Stamping  S' Mfg.,  Co., 
Roseville,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-10,644;  The  Exolon  Co.;  Tonawanda, 
NY 

Print  document  as  it  is  (see  enclosures). 

TA-W-8716;  Bernel  Foam  Products  Co.; 
Buffalo,  NY 

Print  document  as  it  is  (see  enclosures). 
Affirmative  Determinations 
In  each  of  the  following  cases,  it  has  been 
concluded  that  all  of  the  criteria  have  been 
met,  and  certifications  have  been  issued 
covering  workers  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  the 
designated  dates. 

TA-W-9760;  Chromium  Mining  &  Smelting 
Corp.;  Memphis,  TN 

A  certification  was  issued  applicable  to  all 
workers  at  the  subject  firm  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  August  30, 1980. 

TA-W-9499;  Alongi  Oldsmobile,  Inc.; 

Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. 

A  certification  was  issued  applicable  to  all 
workers  at  the  subject  firm  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  July  11, 1979  and 
before  December  1, 1980. 

Split  Determination  / 

TA-W-3188  &  8724;  Textile  Trim,  Inc.;  Fraser, 
MI  &  Fair  Haven,  MI 

A  certification  was  issued  covering  all 
workers  of  the  Fraser,  Michigan  plant 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  April 
30, 1979  and  before  September  30, 1979. 

With  respect  to  workers  of  the  Fair  Haven, 
Michigan  plant  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

I  hereby  certify  that  aforementioned 
determinations  were  issued  during  the 
period  March  2-6, 1981.  Copies  of  these 
determinations  are  available  for 
inspection  in  Room  S-5314,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210 
during  normal  working  hours  or  will  be 
mailed  to  persons  who  write  to  the 
above  address. 


Dated;  March  6,1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8651  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 


Determinations  Regarding  Eiigibiiity 
To  Appiy  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  determinations  regarding 
eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  issued  during  the 
period  March  9-13, 1981. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  the  workers  in  the  workers’  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely,  and 

(3)  that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Negative  Determinations 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  it  has 
been  concluded  that  at  least  one  of  the 
above  criteria  has  not  been  met. 

TA-W-9426;  Setting  Sun  Seat  Co.,  Red  Bluff, 
CA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-11,882;  AAA  Punch  &Die  Products, 
Inc.,  Ferndale,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of  auto 
punches  and  die  buttons  are  negligible. 

TA-W-9020;  Pyron  Corporation,  Niagara 
Falls,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8859  &  10,347;  Kelsey  Hayes  Co., 
Romulus,  MI  and  Heintz  Division, 
Philadelphia,  PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  With  respect  to  wheels,  a 
survey  of  customers  indicated  that  increased 
imports  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
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worker  separations  at  the  firm.  With  respect 
to  hoods,  fenders,  and  doors,  U.S.  imports  are 
negligible. 

TA-W-10,291;  Sen-  Wei  Industriesjnc., 

Buffalo.  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
fabricated  structural  steel  are  negligible 

TA-W-S806;  Fort  Smith  Outerwear  Inc.,  Fort 
Smith,  AR 

Investigation  revealed  that  sales  by 
manufactueres  for  whom  subject  firm 
produced  under  contract  did  not  decline. 

TA-W-9130;  Wagner  Electric  Corp., 
Weatherly,  PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9663;  Arbitman  and  Arbitman,  Inc., 
New  York.  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
women’s,  girls  and  infants  leather  coats  and 
jackets  did  not  increase  as  required  for 
certification. 

TA-W-9409;  Teledyne  Howell  Penncraft, 
Howell  Gear  Div.,  Howell,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3]  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9408;  Teledyne  Howell  Penncraft, 
Standards  Div.,  Plymouth,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9406;  Teledyne  Howell  Penncraft, 
Lincoln  Park  Div.,  Lincoln  Park,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9102;  Schmelzer  Carp.,  Durand,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  [3]  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9025;  Carbon  City  Products  Co.,  St. 
Marys,  PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8963;  CRM  Industries,  Inc.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 


TA-W-8941;  International  Hardware  Mfg. 

Co.,  Inc.,  Oak  Park,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-3367,  8368,  &  8369;  Detroit  Plastic 
Molding  Co.,  Detroit,  MI,  Roseville,  MI,  and 
Sterling  Heights,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-8947;  Richmond  Instruments  Co., 
Richmond,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W~9071  S' 9072;  Lyntex  Mfg.  Inc.,  UbIy, 

MI  and  Gemini  Plastics,  UbIy,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  With  respect  to  map  pocket 
assemblies,  vent  glass  assemblies  and  button 
retainers,  a  survey  of  customers  indicated 
that  increased  imports  did  not  contribute 
importantly  to  worker  separations  at  the  firm. 
With  respect  to  plastic  profile  extruded  parts, 
sales  and  production  increased  fiom  1978  to 
1979  and  in  the  first  six  months  of  1980 
compared  with  the  same  period  in  1979. 

TA-W-8672;  Trim  Parts,  Inc.,  Marshall,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-10,162;  Eiffel  Leather  Fashions,  Inc., 
New  York,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  Aggregate  U.S.  imports  of 
leather  coats  and  jackets  did  not  increase  as 
required  for  certification. 

TA-W-8661;  Gibral ter  Steel  Corp.,  Buffalo, 
New  York,  NY 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9104;  Fast  Machine  Inc.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

TA-W-9063;  McCreary  Tire  and  Rubber  Co., 
Indiana,  PA 

Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3]  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 


TA-W-9490;  Alofs  Mfg.  Co.,  Wyoming,  MI 
Investigation  revealed  that  criterion  (3)  has 
not  been  met.  A  survey  of  customers 
indicated  that  increased  imports  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  worker  separations 
at  the  firm. 

Affirmative  Determinations 

TA-W-11,368;  McKnight  Road  Dodge,  Inc., 
Pittsburgh,  PA 

A  certification  was  issued  applicable  to  all 
workers  at  the  subject  firm  separated  on  or 
after  October  10, 1979  and  before  November 
1, 1980. 

TA-W^l 1,744;  Chrysler  Products  of 
Claremore,  Claremore,  OK 
A  certification  was  issued  applicable  to  all 
workers  at  the  subject  firm  separated  on  or 
after  November  7, 1979  and  before  November 
1, 1980. 

TA-W-8849,  8849A,  &8850;  Snyder  Tank 
Corp.,  Buffalo,  NY,  Springfield,  OH,  and 
Galeton,  PA 

A  certification  was  issued  applicable  to  all 
workers  at  the  subject  firm  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  June  1, 1980. 

TA-W~8916;  Goodyear  Tire  and  Rubber  Co., 
Sun  Prairie,  WI 

With  respect  to  workers  producing 
hydraulic  brake  hose,  a  certification  was 
issued  covering  alt  workers  separated  on  or 
after  June  2, 1979. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the 
aforementioned  determinations  were 
issued  during  March  9-13, 1981.  Copies 
of  these  determinations  are  available  for 
inspection  in  Room  S-5324,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Ave.,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20210 
during  normal  working  hours  or  will  be 
mailed  to  persons  who  write  to  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8652  Filed  3-1S-81'  8:45  ain| 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

[Docket  No.  M-81-10-C] 

Peabody  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Peabody  Coal  Company,  Camp  No.  1, 
P.O.  Box  350,  Morganfield,  Kentucky 
42437,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.303  (preshift 
examination)  to  its  mine  located  in 
Union  County,  Kentucky.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner's 
statements  follows: 
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1.  The  petition  concerns  a  request  by 
the  petitioner  to  monitor  the  air  passing 
the  first-south  off  second  west  seals  at  a 
point  outby  the  present  seals  due  to  two 
massive  roof  falls  which  prohibit  the 
physical  examination  of  diese  seals. 

2.  The  seals  are  located 
approximately  800  feet  from  the  second 
main  west  track  in  an  area  of  the  mine 
where  the  roof  is  badly  deteriorated; 
additional  roof  support  has  been  added 
in  the  area  of  these  seals  with  very  little 
satisfactory  results  toward  stabilizing 
the  roof. 

3.  Because  of  these  adverse 
conditions,  rehabilitation  of  these  areas 
would  expose  miners  to  hazardous  roof 
conditions  which  would  result  in  a 
diminution  of  safety  for  the  miners 
affected. 

4.  As  an  alternate  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  monitor  the  air  passing 
these  seals  outby  the  last  open  crosscut 
of  the  second  south  off  second  wall 
seals  in  front  of  No.  2  seal. 

5.  Petitioner  states  that  the  alternate 
method  will  provide  the  same  degree  of 
safety  for  the  miners  as  thatafforded  by 
the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before  April 

20, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated;  March  11,.1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards.  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

int  One.  81-6640  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[V-81-1) 

Texas  Commerce  Bank,  N.A.; 
Application 

agency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

action:  Notice  of  application  for 
variance. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
application  of  Texas  Commerce  Bank, 
N.A.,  for  variance  from  the  standard 
prescribed  in  29  CFR  1910.66(b)(3), 
concerning  the  design  requirements  of 


powered  platforms  for  exterior  building 
maintenance. 

DATES:  The  last  date  for  interested 
persons  to  submit  commments  is  April 

20, 1981.  The  last  date  for  affected 
employers  and  employees  to  request  a 
hearing  on  the  application  is  April  20, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  or  requests 
for  a  hearing  to;  Office  of  Variance 
Determination,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Labor,  Third  St.  and  Constitution  Ave. 
NW,  Room  N3662,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  J.  Concannon,  Director,  Office 
of  Variance  Determination  at  the 
above  address,  telephone:  202-523- 
7144; 

or  the  following  Regional  and  Area 
Offices: 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration,  555 
Griffin  Square  Building,  Room  602, 
Dallas,  Texas  75202; 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration, 

1100  No.  505  NASA  Road  1,  Houston, 
Texas  77058. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Texas 
Commerce  Bank,  N.A„  c/o  James  R. 
Berry,  707  Travis — Suite  800,  Houston, 
Texas  77002,  has  made  application 
pursuant  to  section  (6)(d)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (84  Stat.  1596;  29  U.S.C,  655)  and  29 
CFR  1905.11  for  a  variance  from  the 
standard  prescribed  in  29  CFR 
1910.66(b)(3)  powered  platforms  for 
exterior  maintenance-design 
requirements. 

The  address  of  the  place  of 
employment  that  will  be  affected  by  the 
application  is  as  follows:  Texas 
Commerce  Center,  601  Travis,  Houston, 
Texas  77002, 

The  applicant  certifies  that  employees 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  variance 
have  been  notified  of  the  application  by 
giving  a  copy  of  it  to  their  authorized 
employee  representative,  and  by  posting 
a  copy  at  all  places  where  notices  to 
employees  are  normally  posted. 
Employees  have  also  been  informed  of 
their  right  to  petition  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  a  hearing. 

Regarding  the  merits  of  the 
application,  the  applicant  contends  that 
it  is  providing  a  place  of  employment  as 
safe  as  that  required  by  29  CFR 
1910.66(b)(3)  which  states  that  all  new 
powered  platforms  for  exterior  building 
maintenance  shall  meet  the  requirement 
of  Parts  II  and  III  of  ANSI  A120.1-1970. 
The  ANSI  standard  requires  that  the 


design  of  the  building  or  structure  face 
in  conjunction  with  Ae  design  of  the 
building  contact  member  on  the  working 
platform  shall  provide  continuous 
contact  of  the  working  platform  with  the 
building  or  structure  in  order  to  absorb 
wind  forces  and  horizontal  components 
of  dead  and  live  loads  on  the  working 
platform.  The  face  of  the  building  shall 
be  provided  with  continuous  T-rails, 
indented  mullions,  or  equivalent  guides 
which  will  positively  engage  building 
contact  members  on  the  working 
platform.  On  buildings  where  the 
working  platform  has  a  rise  of  less  than 
130  feet,  guides  providing  positive 
engagement  are  not  required. 

The  applicant  contends  that  its  design 
does  not  allow  for  continuous  vertical 
mullions  and,  therefore,  does  not 
provide  continuous  T-rails  or  indented 
mullions  required  by  ANSI  A120.1-1980, 
since  the  building  height  is 
approximately  208  feet. 

The  applicant  proposes  to  use  a 
system  of  intermittent  stabilization  of 
his  powered  platform  to  prevent 
horizontal  translation  of  the  platform 
with  respect  to  the  face  of  the  building. 
The  system  will  consist  of  protruding 
anchors  secured  to  the  face  of  the 
building  in  vertical  rows  at  every  third 
floor  (approximately  40  feet)  and  spaced 
horizontally  to  allow  a  stabilization 
attachment  for  each  of  the  two  platform 
suspension  wire  ropes.  The  stabilization 
attachment,  a  quick  connect-  quick 
disconnect  tie  containing  an  adjustable 
lanyard  to  allow  positioning  of  each 
suspension  wire  rope  vertically  parallel 
to  the  face  of  the  building,  will  be 
attached  to  each  anchor  as  each 
elevation  of  tie-in  anchorage  is  reached 
during  the  descent  of  the  working 
platform.  The  process  will  be  reversed 
as  the  platform  ascends.  The  removal 
will  be  assured  in  that  the  platform  will 
be  provided  with  electrical  interlocks  to 
interrupt  power  to  its  hoist(s)  in  the 
event  either  interlock  contacts  a 
stabilizer  during  the  ascent  of  the 
platform.  The  platform  will  also  be 
equipped  with  building  face  rollers. 

The  applicant  also  contends  that  its 
alternative  method  of  securing  the 
powered  platform,  as  described  above, 
is  as  safe  and  healthful  as  the 
requirements  of  the  standard  from 
which  a  variance  is  sought. 

All  interested  persons,  including 
employers  and  employees  who  believe 
they  would  be  affected  by  the  grant  or 
denial  of  the  application  for  variance 
are  invited  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  relating  to  the 
pertinent  application  no  later  than  April 

20, 1981.  In  addition,  employers  and 
employees  who  believe  they  would  be 
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affected  by  a  grant  or  denial  of  the 
variance  may  request  a  hearing  on  the 
application  no  later  than  April  20, 1981, 
in  conformance  with  the  requirements  of 
29  CFR  1905.15.  Submission  of  written 
comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  in  quadniplicate,  and  must  be 
addressed  to  the  Ofhce  of  Variance 
Determination  at  the  above  address. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th  day 
of  March  1981. 

David  C.  Zeigler, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8641  Filed  3-19-81: 8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4510-26-M 


[V-81-2] 

U.I.D.C.  Of  Colorado,  Inc.;  Application 

agency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTIONS:  Notice  of  application  for 
variance. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
application  of  U.I.D.C.  of  Colorado,  Inc., 
for  variance  from  the  standard 
prescribed  in  29  CFR  1910.66(b)(3), 
concerning  the  design  requirements  of 
powered  platforms  for  exterior  building 
maintenance. 

DATES:  The  last  date  for  interested 
persons  to  submit  comments  is  April  20, 
1981.  The  last  date  for  affected 
employers  and  employees  to  request  a 
hearing  on  the  application  is  April  20, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  or  requests 
for  a  hearing  to:  Office  of  Variance 
Determination,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Labor,  Third  St.  and  Constitution  Ave. 
NW.,  Room  N3662,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  ].  Concannon,  Director,  Office 
of  Variance  Determination,  at  the 
above  address,  telephone:  202-523- 
7144; 

or  the  following  Regional  and  Area 
Offices: 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration, 
Federal  Building  Room  1554, 1961 
Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80294; 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration, 
Tremont  Center,  1st  Floor,  333  West 
Colfax,  Denver,  Colorado  80204. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  U.I.D.C.  of 
Colorado,  717 17th  Street,  Suite  1330, 
Denver,  Colorado,  has  made  application 
pursuant  to  section  (6)(d)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 


1970  (84  Stat.  1596;  29  U.S.C.  655)  and  29 
CFR  1905.11  for  a  variance  from  the 
standard  prescribed  in  29  CFR 
1910.66(b)(3)  powered  platforms  for 
exterior  maintenance-design 
requirements. 

The  address  of  the  place  of 
employment  that  will  be  affected  by  the 
application  is  as  follows:  Energy  Center 
II,  707  17th  Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202. 

The  applicant  certifies  that  employees 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  variance 
have  been  notified  of  the  application  by 
giving  a  copy  of  it  to  their  authorized 
employee  representative,  and  by  posting 
a  copy  at  all  places  where  notices  to 
employees  are  normally  posted. 
Employees  have  also  been  informed  of 
their  right  to  petition  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  a  hearing. 

Regarding  the  merits  of  the 
application,  the  applicant  contends  that 
it  is  providing  a  place  of  employment  as 
safe  as  that  required  by  29  CFR 
1910.66(b)(3)  which  states  that  all  new 
powered  platforms  for  exterior  building 
maintenance  shall  meet  the  requirement 
of  Parts  II  and  III  of  ANSI  A120.1-1970. 
The  ANSI  standard  requires  that  the 
design  of  the  building  or  structure  face 
in  conjunction  with  Ae  design  of  the 
building  contact  member  on  the  working 
platform  shall  provide  continuous 
contact  of  the  working  platform  with  the 
building  or  structure  in  order  to  absorb 
wind  forces  and  horizontal  components 
of  dead  and  live  loads  on  the  working 
platform.  The  face  of  the  building  shall 
be  provided  with  continuous  T-rails, 
indented  mullions,  or  equivalent  guides 
which  will  positively  engage  building 
contact  members  on  the  working 
platform.  On  buildings  where  the 
working  platform  has  a  rise  of  less  than 
130  feet,  guides  providing  positive 
engagement  are  not  required. 

The  applicant  contends  that  its  design 
does  not  allow  for  continuous  vertical 
mullions  and,  therefore,  does  not 
provide  continuous  T-rails  or  indented 
mullions  required  by  ANSI  A120.1-1980, 
since  the  building  height  is 
approximately  550  feet. 

The  applicant  proposes  to  use  a 
system  of  intermittent  stabilization  of 
his  powered  platform  to  prevent 
horizontal  translation  of  the  platform 
with  respect  to  the  face  of  the  building. 
The  system  will  consist  of  protruding 
anchors  secured  to  the  face  of  the 
building  in  vertical  rows  at  every  third 
floor  (approximately  40  feet)  and  spaced 
horizontally  to  allow  a  stabilization 
attachment  for  each  of  the  two  platform 
suspension  wire  ropes.  The  stabilization 
attachment,  a  quick  connect— quick 
disconnect  tie  containing  an  adjustable 
lanyard  to  allow  positioning  of  each 


suspension  wire  rope  vertically  parallel 
to  the  face  of  the  building,  will  be 
attached  to  each  anchor  as  each 
elevation  of  tie-in  anchorage  is  reached 
during  the  descent  of  the  working 
platform.  The  process  will  be  reversed 
as  the  platform  ascends.  The  removal 
will  be  assured  in  that  the  platform  will 
be  provided  with  electrical  interlocks  to 
interrupt  power  to  its  hoist(s)  in  the 
event  either  interlock  contacts  a 
stabilizer  during  the  ascent  of  the 
platform.  The  platform  will  also  be 
equipped  with  building  face  rollers. 

The  applicant  further  states  that  the 
building  has  been  provided  with  vertical 
track  guides  to  stabilize  the  platform  as 
it  descends  or  ascends  past  the 
transition  between  the  hotel  and  office 
portions  of  the  building. 

The  applicant  also  contends  that  its 
alternative  method  of  securing  the 
powered  platform,  as  described  above, 
is  as  safe  and  healthful  as  the 
requirements  of  the  standard  from 
which  a  variance  is  sought. 

All  interested  persons,  including 
employers  and  employees  who  believe 
they  would  be  affected  by  the  grant  or 
denial  of  the  application  for  variance 
are  invited  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  relating  to  the 
pertinent  application  no  later  than  April 
20, 1981.  In  addition,  employers  and 
employees  who  believe  they  would  be 
affected  by  a  grant  or  denial  of  the 
variance  may  request  a  hearing  on  the 
application  no  later  than  April  20, 1981, 
in  conformance  with  the  requirements  of 
29  CFR  1905.15.  Submission  of  written 
comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  in  quadniplicate,  and  must  be 
addressed  to  the  Office  of  Variance 
Determination  at  the  above  address. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th  day 
of  March  1981. 

David  D.  Zeigler, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8642  Filed  3-18-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4510-2S-M 


Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 
Office 


[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  81-27; 
Exemption  AppHcatkm  No.  D-2128] 

Exemption  From  the  Prohibitions  for 
Certain  Transactions  Involving  The 
Dakota  Steel  &  Supply  Co.  Employees 
Profit-Sharing  Retirement  Plan,  Rapid 
City,  S.  Dak. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Grant  of  individual  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  exemption  exempts  the 
cash  sale  of  certain  improved  real 


17932 


Federal  Reg^ter  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


property  by  the  Dakota  Steel  and  Supply 
Company  Employees  Profit-Sharing 
Retirement  Plan  (the  Han)  to  the  Dakota 
Steel  and  Supply  Company  (the 
Employer),  a  party  in  interest  with 
respect  to  the  Plan. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Jan  Broady  of  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C-4526, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216.  (202)  523-7222.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  9, 1981,  notice  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (46  FR  2418)  of  the 
pendency  before  the  Department  of 
Labor  (the  Department)  of  a  proposal  to 
grant  an  exemption  from  the  restrictions 
of  section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code)  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  for  a 
transaction  described  in  an  application 
filed  by  the  trustee  of  the  Plan.  The 
notice  set  forth  a  summary  of  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  for  exemption  and  referred 
interested  persons  to  the  application  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 
representations.  The  application  has 
been  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
notice  also  invited  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  requested 
exemption  to  the  Department.  In 
addition  the  notice  stated  that  any 
interested  person  might  submit  a  written 
request  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  this  exemption.  The  applicant 
has  represented  that  a  copy  of  the  notice 
and  an  accompanying  letter  have  been 
provided  to  all  interested  persons  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  notification 
requirements  set  forth  in  the  notice  of 
pendency.  No  public  comments  and  no 
requests  for  a  hearing  were  received  by 
the  Department. 

The  notice  of  pendency  was  issued 
and  the  exemption  is  being  granted 
solely  by  the  Department  because, 
effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
proposed  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following; 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 


section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  ^e  Code  does  not  relieve  a 
fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a 
plan  to  which  the  exemption  is 
applicable  from  certain  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Code.  These 
provisions  include  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  or  her  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(l)(6)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  the  fact  the 
transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  affect  the  requirement  of 
section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that  a  plan 
must  operate  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries. 

(2)  This  exemption  does  not  extend  to 
transactions  prohibited  under  section 
406(b)(3)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code. 

(3)  This  exemption  is  supplemental  to, 
and  not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  or  transitional  rule 
is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is,  in  fact,  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Exemption 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  Ae 
Code  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 
April  28, 1975),  and  based  upon  the 
entire  record,  the  Department  makes  the 
following  determinations: 

(a)  The  exemption  is  administratively 
feasible; 

(b)  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and 
of  its  participants  and  beneficiaries;  and 

(c)  It  is  protective  of  the  rights  of  the 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Plan. 

Accordingly  the  restrictions  of  section 
406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  the  Act 
and  the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not  apply 
to  the  cash  sale,  for  $93,500,  of  certain 
real  property  located  in  the  Deadwood 
Avenue  industrial  area  of  Pennington, 
South  Dakota,  provided  this  amount  is 
not  less  than  the  fair  market  value  on 
the  date  of  the  sale. 


The  availability  of  this  exemption  is  , 
subject  to  the  express  condition  that  the 
material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  to  be  consummated 
pursuant  to  this  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington, -D.C.,  this  12th  day 
of  March  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs.  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  B1-B311  Filed  3-l»-ei:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-29-111 


[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  81-24; 
Exemption  Appiication  No.  D-1676] 

Exemption  From  the  Prohibitions  for 
Certain  Transactions  involving  the 
Paul  W.  Lawrence  Co.,  Inc.  Profit 
Sharing  Plan,  Hastings,  Minn. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Grant  of  individual  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  temporary  exemption 
permits  for  a  period  of  three  years  the 
sales  by  the  Paul  W.  Lawrence  Co„  Inc. 
(the  Employer),  the  sponsor  of  the  Paul 
W.  Lawrence  Co.,  Inc.  Profit  Sharing 
Plan  (the  Plan)  of  its*  interests  in 
contracts  for  deed  or  residential  first 
mortgage  loans  (collectively,  the 
Contracts)  to  the  Plan.  The  exemption 
also  permits  the  guarantee  of  the 
obligation  of  the  Employer  in  such  sales 
by  Paul  W.  Lawrence  (Lawrence)  and 
his  wife. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  Small  of  the  Office  of  Fiduciary 
Standards,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Room  C-4526,  U.S. 

Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20216. 
(202)  523-8881.  (This  is  not  a  toll-free 
number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  9, 1981,  notice  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (46  FR  2416)  of  the 
pendency  before  the  Department  of 
Labor  (the  Department)  of  a  proposal  to 
grant  an  exemption  from  the  restrictions 
of  section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2) 
of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
the  sanctions  resulting  from  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code)  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  for  a  period  of 
three  years  to  the  sales  by  the  Employer 
of  its  interest  in  the  Contracts  to  the 
Plan  and  for  the  guarantee  of  the 
obligation  of  the  Employer  in  such  sales 
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by  Lawrence  and  his  wife.  The  notice 
set  forth  a  summary  of  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  for  exemption  and  referred 
interested  persons  to  the  application  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 
representations.  The  application  has 
been  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
notice  also  invited  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  requested 
exemption  to  the  Department.  In 
addition  the  notice  stated  that  any 
interested  person  might  submit  a  written 
request  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  this  exemption.  The  applicant 
has  represented  that  they  have  met  the 
notice  provisions  as  set  forth  in  the 
notice  of  pendency.  No  public  comments 
and  no  requests  for  a  hearing  were 
received  by  the  Department.  The  notice 
of  pendency  was  issued  and  the 
exemption  is  being  granted  solely  by  the 
Department  because,  effective 
December  31, 1978,  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
proposed  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a 
fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a 
plan  to  which  the  exemption  is' 
applicable  from  certain  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Code.  These 
provisions  include  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  or  her  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneHciaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  the  fact  the 
transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  affects  the  requirement  of 
section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that  a  plan 
must  operate  for  the  exclusive  beneHt  of 
the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  eind  their 
beneficiaries. 

(2)  This  exemption  does  not  extend  to 
transactions  prohibited  under  section 
406(b)(3)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code. 

(3)  This  exemption  is  supplemental  to, 
and  not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 


including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  or  transitional  rule 
is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is,  in  fact,  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Exemption 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the 
Code  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 

April  28, 1975),  and  based  upon  the 
entire  record,  the  Department  makes  the 
following  determinations: 

(a)  The  exemption  is  administratively 
feasible; 

(b)  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and 
of  its  participants  and  beneficiaries;  and 

(c)  It  is  protective  of  the  rights  of  the 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Plan. 

Accordingly  the  restrictions  of  section 
406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of  the  Act 
and  the  sanctions  resulting  fi'om  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not  apply 
for  a  period  of  three  years  to  the  sales 
by  the  Employer  of  its  interest  in  the 
Contracts  to  the  Plan  and  to  the 
guarantee  of  the  obligation  of  the 
Employer  in  such  sales  by  Lawrence  and 
his  wife. 

The  availability  of  this  exemption  is 
subject  to  the  express  condition  that  the 
material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  to  be  consummated 
pursuant  to  this  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th  day 
of  March,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.  81-8312  Filed  3-19-81:  8:43  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-29-M 


[Application  No.  D-2083] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  Lovell’s  Profit 
Sharing  Trust,  Astoria,  Oreg. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  fi'om  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Empolyee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the 


Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code).  The  proposed  exemption  would 
exempt  the  cash  sale  of  two  parcels  of 
real  property  by  Lovell’s  Profit  Sharing 
Trust  (the  Plan)  to  Robert  S.  Lovell,  the 
Plan  Administrator,  a  party  in  interest 
with  respect  to  the  Plan.  The  proposed 
exemption,  if  granted,  would  affect  Mr. 
Lovell,  the  Plan  and  its  participants  and 
beneficiaries  and  other  persons 
participating  in  the  transaction. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  on  or  before 
May  5, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-2083.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Alan  H.  Levitas  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  telephone  (202)  523-8884.  (This  is 
not  a  toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  fit)m  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  4n6(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  fiom  the  sanctions  resulting 
fiom  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code. 

The  proposed  exemption  was  requested 
in  an  application  filed  by  the  Plan 
Administrator,  pursuant  to  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code,  and  in  accordance  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975). 
Effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 
Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
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with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  The  employees  participating  in  the 
Plan  joined  a  labor  union  in  1977  and 
are  now  covered  by  the  union  pension 
plan.  As  a  result,  the  assets  of  the  Plan 
are  being  liquidated  and  distributed  to 
participants.  All  of  the  assets  except  for 
two  parcels  of  property  (the  Property), 
have  been  distributed.  The  Property  is 
known  as  Lot  1  Block  1  and  Lot  18  Block 
3  of  the  Lock  Haven  Highlands 
Subdivision  in  Clatsop  County,  Oregon. 

2.  In  order  to  complete  the  liquidation 
of  the  Plan  it  is  necessary  to  dispose  of 
the  Property.  Presently,  the  Property  is 
completely  surrounded  by  property 
owned  by  Pacific  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Pacific).  The  Property  was 
offered  to  Pacific.  By  letter  dated 
January  22. 1981,  Pacific  declined  to 
purchase  the  Property. 

3.  The  Plan  acquired  the  Property  from 
Astoria  Auto  Finance  (Astoria)  in  1973 
in  exchange  for  a  $3,100  note  receivable 
due  from  Astoria.  The  Property  at  the 
time  it  was  transferred  to  the  Plan  was 
assessed  at  $3,100.  The  Property  was 
held  by  the  Plan  as  an  investment,  as 
there  were  plans  for  the  construction  of 
a  housing  development  in  the  area. 

4.  The  Property  was  appraised  on 
December  1, 1980  by  Michael  ].  Manion 
of  Oregon  Coast  Realty  as  having  a 
value  of  $1,800.  Mr.  Manion  stated  that 
because  of  the  water,  sewage  disposal 
and  access  problems  created  by 
Pacific’s  ownership  of  surrounding  land, 
and  the  lack  of  improved  streets,  the 
Property  has  little,  if  any,  value.  The 
current  assessed  value  of  the  Property  is 
$1,577. 

5.  In  order  to  complete  the  liquidation 
of  the  Plan,  Mr.  Lovell  has  agreed  to 
purchase  the  Property  at  the  Plan’s 
original  cost  of  $3,100.  No  commissions 
will  be  paid  in  connection  with  the  sale. 

6.  The  property  has  been,  and 
continues  to  be,  a  non-income  producing 
asset  of  the  Plan.  Each  year  the  Plan 
remains  in  existence  it  suffers  a  loss, 
since  administrative  costs  exceed 
income.  This  situation  will  persist  until  a 
buyer  is  found  for  the  property. 

7.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  proposed  transaction 
meets  the  statutory  criteria  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  because  (1)  it  is  a  one 
time  transaction  for  cash,  (2)  the  Plan 
will  liquidate  its  remaining  assets  and 
complete  a  distribution  of  benefits  to 
Plan  participants,  (3)  the  amount  to  be 
paid  for  the  Property  exceeds  its  present 
appraised  value,  and  (4)  the  trustee  has 
determined  that  the  transaction  is 
appropriate  for  the  Plan  and  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  Plan’s  participants 
and  beneficiaries. 


Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  will  be  given  to  all  Plan 
participants  within  15  days  of  the 
publication  of  the  proposed  exemption 
in  the  Federal  Re^ster.  Such  notice  shall 
include  a  copy  of  the  notice  of  pendency 
of  the  exemption  as  proposed  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  shall  inform 
interested  persons  of  their  right  to 
comment  and  request  a  hearing  within 
the  time  period  set  forth  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  exemption.  The  notice  will  be 
mailed  to  all  Plan  participants  at  their 
last  known  address. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following:  (1)  'The  fact 
that  a  transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  under  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code 
does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary  or  other 
party  in  interest  or  disqualified  person 
from  certain  other  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  Code,  including  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 


Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a]  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975),  If  the 
exemption  is  granted  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2) 
of  the  Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting 
from  the  application  of  section  4975  of 
the  Code,  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not 
apply  to  the  cash  sale  of  the  Property  by 
the  Plan  to  Mr.  Robert  S.  Lovell  for 
$3,100,  provided  that  this  amoimt  is  not 
less  than  the  fair  market  value  at  the 
time  of  sale. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction  to 
be  consummated  pursuant  to  the 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th  day 
of  March,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanofi, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc  B1-83t3  Filed  3-l».81;  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-29-M 


[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  81-26 
Exemption  Appiication  No.  D-1864] 

Exemption  From  the  Prohibitions  for 
Certain  Transactions  Involving  the 
Zorn’s  Poultry  Farms,  Inc.,  Retirement 
Plan;  Bethpage,  N.Y. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Grant  of  individual  exemption. 

summary:  This  exemption  would 
exempt  a  loan  of  $150,000  by  the  Zorn’s 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Notices 


17935 


Poultry  Farms,  Inc.  Retirement  Plan  (the 
Plan]  to  Zorn's  Poultry  Farms,  Inc.  (the 
Employer). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Alan  H.  Levitas  of  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  I^bor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216.  (202)  523-8884.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  9, 1981,  notice  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (46  FR  2433)  of  the 
pendency  before  the  Department  of 
Labor  (the  Department)  of  a  proposal  to 
grant  an  exemption  fi:om  the  restrictions 
of  section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and 
(b)(2]  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Income  Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act) 
and  from  the  sanctions  resulting  firom 
the  application  of  section  4975  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code]  by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(l]  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  for  a 
transaction  described  in  an  application 
filed  by  the  Plan  Administrator.  The 
notice  set  forth  a  summary  of  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  for  exemption  and  referred 
interested  persons  to  the  application  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 
representations.  The  application  has 
been  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
notice  also  invited  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  requested 
exemption  to  the  Department.  In 
addition  the  notice  stated  that  any 
interested  person  might  submit  a  written 
request  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  this  exemption.  'The  applicant 
has  represented  that  it  has  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  notification 
to  interested  persons  as  set  forth  in  the 
notice  of  pendency.  No  public  comments 
and  no  requests  for  a  hearing  were 
received  by  the  Department. 

The  notice  of  pendency  was  issued 
and  the  exemption  is  being  granted 
solely  by  the  Department  because, 
effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemption  of  the  type 
proposed  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  Ae  Code  does  not  relieve  a 
fiducimy  or  other  paurty  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a 
plan  to  which  the  exemption  is 


applicable  finm  certain  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Code.  These 
provisions  include  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  ^scharge  his  or  her  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  Ae  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  the  fact  the 
transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  affect  the  requirement  of 
section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that  a  plan 
must  operate  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries. 

(2)  This  exemption  does  not  extend  to 
transactions  prohibited  under  section 
406(b](3]  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code. 

(3)  'This  exemption  is  supplemental  to, 
and  not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  or  transitional  rule 
is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is,  in  fact,  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Exemption 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  Ibe 
Code  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 

April  28, 1975),  €md  based  upon  the 
entire  record,  the  Department  makes  the 
following  determinations: 

(a)  The  exemption  is  administratively 
feasible; 

(b)  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and 
of  its  participants  and  beneficiaries;  and 

(c)  It  is  protective  of  the  rights  of  the 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Plan. 

Accordingly  the  restrictions  of  section 
406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b](2]  of  the 
Act  and  the  sanctions  resulting  fix>m  the 
application  of  section  4975  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not  apply 
to  a  loan  of  $150,000  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Employer,  provided  that  the  terms  of  the 
transaction  are  not  less  favorable  to  the 
Plan  than  those  obtainable  in  an  arm’s- 
length  transaction  with  an  unrelated 
party  at  the  time  of  consummation  of  the 
transaction. 

The  availability  of  this  exemption  is 
subject  to  the  express  condition  that  the 
material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 


complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  to  be  consummated 
pursuant  to  this  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  12th  day 
of  March,  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.  81-8315  Filed  3-lS-Sl:  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-2S-II 


MERIT  SYSTEMS  PROTECTION 
BOARD 

Appointment  of  Members  to  the 
Performance  Review  Board 

agency:  Merit  Systems  Protection 
Board. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  change  in  the 
membership  of  the  Performance  Review 
Board. 

SUMMARY:  Title  IV  of  the  Civil  Service 
Reform  Act  (Sea  405(a),  Title  IV,  Pub.  L. 
95-454;  5  U.S.C.  4314(c)(1)  through  (5)) 
requires  agencies  to  establish  a 
Performance  Review  BoFird  whose 
members  make  a  recommendations  to 
the  Chairwoman  of  the  Board  relating  to 
the  performance  of  senior  executives  of 
the  Merit  Systems  Protection  Board,  and 
to  publish  Ae  membership  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

This  Notice  amends  the  Performance 
Review  Boiud  membership  to  delete  the 
name  of  Samuel  A.  Chaitovitz,  who  has 
resigned,  and  to  add  the  name  of  Harold 
D.  Kessler,  Federal  Labor  Relations 
Authority,  who  has  been  appointed  to 
complete  the  unexpired  term  ending 
December  31, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  16. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lawrence  Bembry,  Director,  Personnel 
Management  Division,  Merit  Systems 
Protection  Board,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Room  367,  Washington,  D.C.  20419,  (202) 
653-5919. 

For  the  Board. 

Dated:  March  16, 1981. 

Ruth  T.  Pndcop, 

Chairwoman. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8891  Tiled  3-19-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7400-01-II 


MINIMUM  WAGE  STUDY  COMMISSION 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a](2]  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
(Pub.  L  92-463],  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  meeting. 
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Name;  Minimum  Wage  Study  Commission 
Date:  April  8, 9,  and  10, 1981 
Time;  10  a.m.  April  8;  all  other  days  at  9  a.m. 
Place:  1430  K  St.  NW,  Suite  700,  Washington 
DC  20005 

Original  notihcation  of  this  meeting 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
March  3, 1981. 

Proposed  Agenda 

1.  Pending  business  concerning 
indexation;  inflation;  youth 
subminimum;  noncompliance;  income 
distribution;  demographics;  agriculture; 
agricultural  service  exemptions; 
executive,  administrative  and 
professional  exemptions;  student 
certification. 

2.  New  business  as  necessary. 

All  commimications  regarding  this 

Commission  should  be  addressed  to:  Mr. 
Louis  E.  McConnell,  Executive  Director, 
1430  K  St.  NW,  Suite  500,  Washington, 
DC  20005,  telephone  (202)  376-2450. 

Louis  E.  McConnell, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  61-8643  Filed  3-19-61: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-23-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Design  Arts  Panel;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10  (a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Design  Arts  Panel  to  the 
National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  on  April  13-14, 1981  from  9:00  a.m.- 
5:30  p.m.  in  room  1422  of  the  Columbia 
Plaza  Office  Complex,  2401  E  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  a  space  available  basis.  The 
topic  for  discussion  will  be  Policy. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C,  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

)ohn  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts, 

|FR  Doc.  81-8630  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7537-01-M 


Literature  Panel;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Literature 
Panel  to  the  National  Council  on  the 
Arts  will  be  held  on  April  3-4, 1981,  from 
9:00  a.m.-5;30  p.m.  in  room  1422  of  the 


Columbia  Plaza  Office  Complex,  2401  E 
St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  April  4, 1981,  from  9:00 
a.m.-5:30  p.m.  to  discuss  guidelines. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this 
meeting  on  April  3, 1981,  from  9:00  a.m.- 
5:30  p.m.  are  for  the  purpose  of  Panel 
review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and 
recommendation  on  applications  for 
Hnancial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended, 
including  discussion  of  information 
given  in  confidence  to  the  agency  by 
grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  13, 1980,  these  sessions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)  (4),  (6)  and  9(b)  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

)ohn  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 
February  9, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8631  Filed  3-19-81:  6:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7537-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-17632;  File  No.  SR-Amex- 
81-1] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations, 
Proposed  Ruie  Change  by  American 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

In  the  matter  of  proposed  rule  change 
relating  to  implementation  of  a  program 
to  trade  options  on  United  States  " 
Treasury  Department  securities; 
Comments  requested  on  or  before  May 
19, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  March  3, 1981,  the  American 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“Amex”  or 
“Exchange”)  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  the  proposed 
rule  change  as  described  in  Items  I,  IL 
and  III  below,  which  Items  have  been 
prepared  by  the  self-regulatory 
organization.  The  Commission  is 
publishing  this  notice  to  solicit 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  interested  persons. 


I.  Amex’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Exchange  is  proposing  to 
establish  a  program  for  the  trading  of 
standardized  options  on  U.S.  Treasury 
Department  bills,  notes  and  bonds 
(“Government  security  options"). 

The  Government  security  options 
program  would  be  conducted  pursuant 
to  the  rules  whiqh  now  govern  the 
trading  of  options  on  underlying  stocks 
on  the  Exchange,  with  certain 
modibcations  to  reflect  the  economic 
characteristics  of,  and  markets  for,  the 
proposed  underlying  Government 
securities.  The  Exchange  also 
anticipates  that  The  Options  Clearing 
Corporation  (“OCC")  will  submit 
appropriate  corresponding  proposed  rule 
changes  to  the  Commission  relating  to 
the  subject  matter  now  covered  by  OCC 
rules  [e.g.,  specification  of  units  of 
trading,  and  requirements  concerning 
exercise  and  delivery). 

While  the  terms  of  the  proposed  rules 
are  sufficiently  broad  to  peVmit  the 
Exchange  to  list  options  on  both  13- 
week  and  26-week  Treasury  bills,  as 
well  as  all  Treasury  notes  and  Treasury 
bonds  which  meet  the  criteria  set  forth 
in  proposed  Rule  917,  the  Exchange 
would  commence  the  program  by  listing 
options  only  on  13-week  Treasury  bills 
and  on  “long-term”  Treasury  bonds  [i.e.. 
Treasury  bonds  having  terms  to 
maturity  of  at  least  20- y4  years  during 
the  life  of  any  option  covering  them). 

The  addition  of  other  classes  of  options 
permitted  under  the  proposed  rules 
would  be  deferred  pending  the 
acquisition  of  experience  with  options 
on  these  two  categories  of  underlying 
securities. 

If  the  security  underlying  an  option 
contract  were  a  Treasury  bond  or 
Treasury  note,  the  security  would  be 
identified  by  its  coupon  rate  and 
maturity  date.  Each  option  contract 
would  relate  to  $100,000  principal  value 
of  the  underlying  bond  or  note;  i.e., 
following  the  exercise  of  such  an  option, 
the  holder  of  a  put  or  the  writer  of  a  call 
would  be  required  to  deliver  $100,000 
principal  value  of  the  underlying 
security.  The  exercise  price  of  an  option 
on  a  bond  or  note  would  be  expressed 
as  a  percentage  of  the  principal  value. 
For  example,  if  an  option  had  an 
exercise  price  of  90,  the  price  to  be  paid 
for  the  underlying  security  following  the 
exercise  of  the  option  would  be  $90,000; 
in  addition,  the  call  holder  or  put  writer 
purchasing  the  underlying  security 
pursuant  to  the  exercise  of  an  option 
would  be  required  to  pay  accrued 
interest  computed  in  accordance  with 
Exchange  Rule  859.  (Exchange  Rule  859 
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embodies  the  terms  of  Treasury 
Department  Circular  300,  subpart  P, 
which  requires  the  buyer  of  Government 
securities  (other  than  Treasury  bills)  to 
pay  the  seller  the  accrued  interest  on  a 
pro  rata  basis  from  the  date  of  the  last 
coupon  payment.)  The  premium  for  an 
option  contract  relating  to  an  underlying 
bond  or  note  would  be  expressed  as  a 
percentage  of  $100,000;  i.e.,  a  bid  of  "1” 
would  represent  a  bid  to  pay  a  premium 
of  $1,000.  Increases  or  decreases  in 
premium  values  would  be  expressed  in 
increments  of  one  thirty-second  of  one 
percent,  each  such  increment 
representing  $31.25. 

If  the  security  underlying  an  option 
contract  were  a  Treasury  bill,  the 
security  would  be  identified  as  either  a 
13-week  or  26-week  Treasury  bill.  Each 
option  contract  would  relate  to 
$1,000,000  principal  value  of  the 
underlying  security  in  the  case  of  a  13- 
week  bill,  and  $500,000  principal  value 
of  the  underlying  security  in  the  case  of 
a  26-week  bill.  Following  the  exercise  of 
such  an  option,  the  holder  of  a  put  or  the 
writer  of  a  caU  would  be  required  to 
deliver  $1,000,000  principal  value  of 
Treasury  bills  having  13  weeks  (plus  or 
minus  one  day)  to  mabnity  on  the  date 
of  delivery,  or  $500,000  principal  value 
of  Treasury  bills  having  26  weeks  to 
maturity  (plus  or  minus  one  day)  on  the 
date  of  delivery,  depending  upon  the 
underlying  security  involved. 

Treasury  bills  are  purchased  and  sold 
at  a  discount  from  principal  value, 
expressed  on  an  annualized  basis  using 
a  360  day  year.  For  example,  if  a 
Treasury  bill  were  selling  at  a  10% 
discount,  then,  hypothetically,  a 
purchaser  of  $1,(K)0,000  principal  value 
would  pay  $900,000  if  he  purchased  it 
exactly  3W  days  before  maturity.  If  he 
purchased  the  bill  on  a  date  when  there 
were  a  lesser  number  of  days  to 
maturity,  the  $100,000  discount  (which 
represents  360  days  of  interest)  would 
have  to  be  lowered  accordingly.  Thus,  if 
the  bill  had  91  days  to  maturity  on  the 
date  of  purchase,  the  discount  would  be 
91/360  of  $100,000,  or  $25,277.78;  and  the 
purchase  price  of  the  Treasury  bill 
would  be  $974,722.22. 

Option  exercise  prices  would  reflect 
this  method  of  trading.  The  exercise 
price  of  an  option  would  be  expressed 
as  the  complement  of  the  annualized 
discount  {i.e.,  100%  minus  the 
annualized  discount)  at  which  the 
underlying  Treasury  bill  could  be 
purchased  or  sold  pursuant  to  exercise 
of  an  option.  For  example,  suppose  the 
exercise  price  of  a  call  option  contract 
covering  a  13-week  Treasury  bill  were 
90.  This  would  mean  the  underlying 
Treasury  bill  could  be  purchased  by  the 


option  holder  at  an  annualized  dicount 
of  10%.  Thus,  if,  following  the  exercise  of 
the  option,  the  option  writer  delivered 
the  underlying  Treasury  bill  on  a  date  91 
days  prior  to  maturity,  the  option  holder 
would  be  required  to  pay  $974,722.22. 

The  proposed  Government  security 
options  plan  anticipates  that,  regardless 
of  the  date  on  which  an  option  exercise 
notice  is  delivered  by  an  option  holder, 
the  delivery  of  the  imderlying  security 
by  the  put  holder  or  call  writer  will 
(with  limited  exceptions)  occur  on  the 
following  Thursday.  Thus,  if  the  holder 
of  a  call  option  to  purchase  a  13-week 
Treasury  bill  excercised  the  option  on  a 
Monday,  he  would  probably  receive 
delivery  the  following  Thursday  of 
Treasury  bills  having  91  days  to 
maturity  on  the  date  of  delivery. 

The  underlying  security  could 
sometimes  be  delivered  on  the 
Wednesday  following  exercise.  If  the 
Thursday  following  exercise  were  a 
holiday,  the  Treasury  Department  would 
issue  Treasury  bills  on  Wednesday 
instead,  and  they  would  have  92  days  to 
maturity.  The  put  holder  or  call  writer 
could  acquire  such  Treasury  bills  upon 
their  issuance  and  deliver  them 
immediately. 

In  addition,  the  Exchange  would 
permit  delivery  on  a  Friday  following 
exercise  of  an  option,  to  allow  for  the 
possibility  that  it  might  sometimes  be 
difficult,  due  to  transfer  facilities,  for  a 
put  holder  or  call  writer  to  obtain 
Treasury  bills  for  Thursday  delivery. 
However,  the  Exchange’s  plan 
anticipates  that  if  Treasury  bills  are 
delivered  on  a  Friday,  the  price  to  be 
paid  by  the  call  holder  or  put  writer 
would  be  calculated  as  if  delivery  had 
occiured  on  Thursday. 

To  effectuate  these  procedures,  the 
Exchange  expects  OCC  rules  to  provide 
that  if  an  option  covering  13-week 
Treasury  bills  is  exercised,  the  securities 
to  be  delivered  must  be  Treasury  bills 
having  90, 91  or  92  days  to  maturity  on 
the  date  of  delivery;  and  that  if  an 
option  covering  26-week  Treasury  bills 
is  exercised,  the  securities  to  be 
delivered  must  be  Treasuru  bills  having 
181, 182  or  183  days  to  maturity  on  the 
date  of  delivery.  Unless  the  Thursday 
following  the  excercise  date  is  a 
holiday,  the  earliest  date  on  which  the 
securities  could  be  delivered  under  OCC 
rules  would  be  91  days  prior  to  maturity 
in  the  case  of  an  option  covering  13- 
week  Treasury  bills,  and  182  days  prior 
to  maturity  in  the  case  of  an  option 
covering  26-week  Treasury  bills. 

In  addition  to  amending  its  rules  to 
establish  the  terms,  conditions,  and 
fundamental  trading  characteristics  of 
Government  security  options  contracts, 
the  Exchange  would  apply  all  of  its 


existing  options  rules  to  Government 
security  options.  The  topics  covered  by 
those  rules  include  position  limits, 
exercise  limits,  customer  protection 
requirements,  obligations  of  specialists 
and  registered  options  traders,  criteria 
for  imderlying  securities,  exercise  and 
delivery  requirements,  and  margin 
requirements,  among  other  things. 

In  some  cases  [e.g.,  rules  relating  to 
cooHrmations  and  limits  on  uncovered 
short  positions),  the  terms  of  existing 
rules  are  sufficiently  broad  to  apply  to 
Government  security,  as  well  as  stock, 
options;  or,  the  rules  can  be  extended  to 
cover  Government  security  options  by 
making  minor  revisions,  such  as 
changing  the  word  “stock”  to  “security”. 
In  other  cases  [e.g.,  position  limits, 
exercise  limits,  and  obligations  of 
specialists  and  registered  options 
traders),  the  Exchange  has  made  more 
extensive  revisions  to  reflect  differing 
economic  and  market  characteristics  of 
common  stocks  and  Government 
securities.  In  each  case  in  which  a  rule 
is  proposed  to  be  revised,  the  purpose  of 
the  revision  is  to  allow  the  current 
purpose  of  the  rule  to  be  served  in 
connection  with  Government  seciiiity 
options. 

II.  Amex’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of, 
and  Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  FV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

A.  Amex’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of, 
and  statutory  Basis  for.  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  establish  an  Exchange 
program  for  the  trading  of  standardized 
options  on  U.S.  Treasury  Department 
bills,  notes  and  bonds. 

The  Exchange  believes  that  its 
proposal  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”)  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  applicable  to 
national  securities  exchanges. 

The  program  as  a  whole  would 
comport  with  the  general  purposes  of 
the  Act  by  making  available  new 
categories  of  securities  which  could 
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further  the  investment  objectives  of  a 
variety  of  market  participants. 

The  proposed  rules  would  be 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  6(b](5]  of  the  Act  in  particular 
by  providing  for  a  fair  and  orderly 
market  in  Government  security  options, 
promoting  just  and  equitable  principles 
of  trade,  and  protecting  public 
customers.  The  rules  which  would  be 
applicable  to  options  on  Government 
securities  are  an  extension  of  the 
Exchange's  rules  relating  to  options  on 
common  stocks,  and  the  Commission 
has  already  determined  that  those  rules, 
as  applied  to  stock  options,  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Act,  including 
Section  6(b)(5).  The  Exchange’s  existing 
options  rules  would  be  adapted  to  apply 
to  Government  security  options  in  a 
manner  designed  to  achieve  the  cmrent 
objectives  of  those  rules  with  respect  to 
the  new  categories  of  options. 

B.  Amex’s  Statement  on  Burden  on 
Competition 

The  proposed  rule  change  will  not 
impose  any  burden  on  competition. 

C.  Amex’s  Statement  on  Comments  on 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change  Received 
From  Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

The  Exchange  has  received  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  a  few  member  firms.  Those  firms 
agreed  that  it  would  be  desirable  for  the 
Exchange  to  develop  a  program  for 
trading  options  on  Treasury  Department 
securities,  and  that  Treasury  security 
options  would  be  more  suitable  for  the 
public  than  equivalent  futures. 

In  general,  the  firms  either  agreed 
with  the  systems  chosen  by  the 
Exchange  for  expressing  option 
premiums  and  exercise  prices,  or  they 
expressed  no  opinion. 

The  firms’  opinions  differed  with 
respect  to  which  securities,  ranging  from 
13-week  Treasury  bills  to  20-year  and 
over  Treasury  bonds,  would  be  the  best 
choices  as  underlying  securities.  One 
commentator  suggested  (and  others 
have  suggested  orally)  that  the 
Exchange  use  a  "market  basket’’  of 
bonds,  rather  than  a  single  bond,  as  an 
underlying  security.  Following  the 
receipt  of  these  comments,  the  Exchange 
did  additional  research  and,  on  that 
basis,  decided  (1)  to  commence  its 
program  by  using  13-week  Treasury  bills 
and  “long-term”  Treasury  bonds  as 
underlying  securities,  and  (2)  to  permit 
OCC  to  authorize,  under  appropriate 
circumstances,  the  delivery  of  bonds 
differing  in  some  respects  from  a 
designated  underlying  bond  following 
the  exercise  of  an  option. 


III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

Within  35  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  or  within  such  longer  period  (i) 
as  the  Commission  may  designate  up  to 
90  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and 
publishes  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  (ii) 
as  to  which  the  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  ail  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  May  19, 1981. 
For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  16, 1981. 

IFR  Doc.  81-8614  Filpd  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  SOIO-Ol-M 


[Release  No.  34-17625;  File  No.  SR-MSTC- 
81-1] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations, 
Proposed  Rule  Change;  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Co.;  Price  Revision  to 
Pricing  Schedule 

Comments  requested  on  or  before 
April  10, 1981. 


Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  March  9, 1981,  the  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Company  filed  with  the 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change 
as  described  in  Item  I,  II,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Attached  as  Exhibit  A  is  the  proposed 
Price  Revision  Schedule  effective 
January  1, 1981. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of  the 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

(1)  The  proposed  rule  change  is  a 
revision  to  the  Midwest  Securities  Trust 
Company  (MSTC)  pricing  schedule.  The 
revised  prices  are  necessitated  by 
increased  operational  costs  due  to 
inflationary  pressures  and  management 
decisions  to  enhance  the  MSTC  System. 

Improvements  to  the  system  include 
additional  computer  hardware  to  serve 
as  a  back-up  to  the  existing  system,  the 
acquisition  of  two  high-speed  printers 
for  report  preparation,  and  conversion 
from  keypunch  to  key-to-disc  equipment 
to  improve  throughput  and  the  accuracy 
of  the  system. 

(2)  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  17A  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  Midwest  Securities  Trust 
Company  believes  the  improvements  to 
the  system  will  ensure  all  participants  a 
more  efficient  system  for  the  prompt  and 
accurate  settlement  and  clearance  of 
trades  and  the  safekeeping  of  assets. 
Consequently,  the  resultant  costs  from 
the  upgrades  must  be  offset  by 
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increased  revenues.  The  proposed 
increases  will  be  equitably  allocated 
among  all  participants  using  the 
services. 

(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

The  Price  Revision  Schedule  was 
adopted  to  reflect  increased  inflation 
and  operational  costs  and  the  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Company  believes  that 
no  burdens  have  been  placed  on 
competition. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants  or  Others 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  . 
subparagraph  (e)  of  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time  within  60 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed  rule 
change,  the  Commission  may  summarily 
abrogate  such  rule  change  if  it  appears 
to  the  Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  flled 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
(J.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  flle 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  April  10, 1981. 


For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  March  13, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

Exhibit  A.—MSTC  Price  Revision 

[ESective  Jan.  1,  1981] 

OW  New 

Service  Charges 


Participant  account  maintenance  fee  (per 

month) . $170.00  $175.00 

Options  "Z"  account  (per  month)- .  60.00  75.00 

OEPOSiTORY  Services 

Depository  delivery  Inst.  (DOI): 

Interparticipant  delivery  (per  defivery)....  $0.94  Same 

Inteiparticipant  record  (pW  record) . 84  $0.94 

Intra  account  delivery  (per  delivery) . 94  Same 

3d  party  DDI  (26) .  .94  Same 

Automatic  001  redekvery: 

Regular  account  (per  month) .  30.(X)  50.00 

"Z”  account  (per  month) . 50.(X)  Same 


(Automatic  DDI  intra  account  delivery  o( 
positions  established  by  receipt  ot  Inter- 
Participant  O.D.I.s  in  Depository  Free  to 
Clearing  Free  or  Loan  Free.)  No  addi¬ 
tional  D.D.I.  activity  charges . . 

Interactivity.  C.N.S.  interactivity  movement 


(or  long  or  short  settling  positions . 80  .82 

DividerKts.  Automatic  entry  (per  entry) _  .36  .50 

Safekeeping: 

Equity  shares  (per  1,00  shares  per 

month) . 036  .04 

l9onds  (per  $40,000  per  P.V.) . 035  .04 

Transfer:  Transfer  withdrawal  request 
(plus  shipping  at  cost  and  transfer 

agent  fee,  if  appkcable)  (per  request) _  1.25  _ 

Tape . . . . . . .  1.25 

Paper _  1.75 

Deposits: 

A.M _ .80  .80 

P.M . 75  .75 

Late  deposit  (11KXI  to  11:30 .  5.00  7.50 

Withdrawal: 

Withtfrawal  by  street  request  (per  re¬ 
quest) .  3.50  3.75 

Withdrawal  by  demand  street  request 

(per  request) .  4.00  5.00 

Reorganizations: 

Manadatory  reorganization  (per 

symbol) .  10.00  20.00 

Nonmandatory  reorganization  (|)er 

proc.  auth.) .  10.00  20.00 

Pledge  loan  program: 

Pledge  movement  (to  both  pledgee 
bank  and  broker/dealer)  (per  item).„  .65  .70 

Release  movement  (to  both  pledgee 
bank  arxl  broker/dealer)  (per  item)._.  .65  .70 

Institutional  pledge  account 

Pledge  (fier  movement) . 89  .94 

Release  (per  movement) . 89  .94 

Broker  "X"  option  pledge  program: 

Broker  "X"  account  (per  month)  . .  12.00  50.00 

Pledge  (per  movement) . 89  .94 

Releast  (per  movement) . 89  .94 

Speoal  Services 

Input  error  correction  charge  (per  item) _  1.50  2.50 

Form  preparation  (by  participant  services) 

(per  ticket) .  4.00  5.00 

Messenger  identification  badge  (per 

bad^) .  9.00  10.00 

Microfilm  services  ter  research  records: 

Current  (per  page) . 75  Same 

Over  1-yr.  ok)  (per  page) .  1.00  1.50 


Reports  produced  at  New  York  Center 
(activity  and  net  position  reports  and 
purchase  and  sales  report):  Regular  ac¬ 
count— New  York  and  Chicago  printing 

(per  month) .  90.00  145.00 

Tape  output  services; 

Daily  purchase  and  sales  report  (per 

month) .  125.00  150.00 

Daily  net  position  and  activity  report 
(per  month) .  210.00  250.00 


Exhibit  k.—-MSTC  Price  Revision— 

(Effective  Jan.  1.  1981] 

Old  New 


Daily  net  position  report  only  (per 

month) .  125.00  150.00 

Daily  activity  report  only  (per  month). _  125.(X>  150.00 

Net  positioa  purchase  and  sales  or 
activity  report  upon  request  (per 
request) .  40.00  75.<X) 


|FR  Doc.  81-8392  Hied  3-19-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-17631;  File  No.  SR-NYSE- 
1981-5] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations, 
Proposed  Rule  Change  by  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

In  the  matter  of  proposed  rule  change 
relating  to  trading  of  Government 
security  options;  comments  requested  on 
or  before  May  19, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  February  5, 1981,  the  New  Yoiit 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  ("NYSE”  or  the 
"Exchange”)  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  the 
proprosed  rule  change  as  described  in 
Items  I,  n,  and  III  below,  which  Items 
have  been  prepared  by  the  self- 
regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  NYSE’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Ruled 
Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  provides  a 
regulatory  framework  for  a  market  on 
the  Floor  in  options  on  obligations 
issued  or  guaranteed  by  the 
U.S.Govemment  and  by  quasi- 
govemmental  corporations  other  than 
the  Government  National  Mortgage 
Association  ("Government  securities”), 
initially  limited  to  securities  issued  by 
the  U.S.  Treasury.  The  proposed  rule 
change  also  extends  the  reach  of  the 
Exchange’s  “upstairs”  option  rules 
(existing  series  700)  to  cover  options  on 
Government  securities  and  on  modified 
pass-through  mortgage-backed  debt 
securities  guaranteed  as  to  timely 
payment  of  principal  and  interest  by  the 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association  (“GNMAs”).  The  particulars 
of  the  new  rules  and  of  the  amendments 
to  existing  rules  are  described  below. 
Except  for  Proposed  Rules  701,  703,  704, 
708,  709,  715,  716,  717,  750,  751,  752  and 
792,  the  proposed  rule  change  is 
identical  to  the  proposed  rule  change 
pertaining  to  GNMA  options  that  was 
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recently  filed  by  the  Exchange  (File  No. 
SR-NYSE-81-4). 

Rule  345.  Rule  345  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  require  a  registered 
representative  to  take  an  appropriate 
examination  in  order  to  qualify  as  a 
“Registered  Options  Principal". 

Rule  700.  Existing  definitions  of  "put", 
“call",  “exercise  price”,  “aggregate 
exercise  price”  and  “covered”  in  Rule 
700  are  proposed  to  be  amended  to 
make  those  terms  applicable  to  options 
on  Government  securities  and  GNMAs. 
Additional  definitions  of  new  terms  are 
also  proposed.  The  rule’s  definitions 
also  would  be  alphabetized. 

The  definition  of  “aggregate  exercise 
price”  would  be  amended  to  mean,  as 
applied  to  GNMA  options,  the  exercise 
price  of  an  option  multiplied  by  the 
nominal  principal  amount  of  the 
underlying  GNMAs.  The  definition 
would  provide  for  adjustment  of  the 
aggregate  exercise  price  in  the  event  the 
remaining  unpaid  principal  balance  of  a 
GNMA,  delivered  upon  exercise  of  a 
GNMA  option  varies  from  the  nominal 
principal  amount.  The  adjustment  would 
reflect  both  the  actual  remaining  unpaid 
principal  balance  of  the  GNMA 
delivered  and  the  “appropriate 
differential”.  The  term  “appropriate 
differential”  is  defined  as  an  amount 
calculated  with  reference  to  variations 
in  the  remaining  unpaid  principal 
balance  actually  delivered  upon 
exercise  of  a  GNMA  option  and  the 
“current  cash  market  price”  of  GNMAs 
bearing  the  same  stated  rate  of  interest 
as  that  borne  by  the  GNMAs  delivered. 
As  applied  to  C^vemment  security 
options,  “exercise  price”  would  mean 
the  exercise  price  of  an  option 
multiplied  by  the  principal  amount  of 
the  particular  Government  security 
underlying  the  option. 

The  definitions  of  “put”  and  “call” 
would  be  amended  to  provide  that  a 
holder  of  a  GNMA  option  has  the  right 
to  sell  to  or  purchase  from  OCC,  in 
accordance  witluthe  terms  of  the  option, 
a  remaining  unpaid  principal  balance  of 
GNMAs  (referred  to  as  the  “nominal 
principal  amount”),  plus  or  minus  the 
permitted  principal  variance.  The 
“nominal  principal  amount”  of  a  GNMA 
option  would  be  fixed,  in  accordance 
with  the  OCC  Rules,  at  $100,000 
remaining  unpaid  principal  balance  of 
GNMAs.  In  order  to  apply  to 
Government  securities,  the  definitions  of 
“put”  and  “call”  would  be  amended  to 
provide  that  the  holder  of  a  Government 
security  option  has  the  right  to  sell  or  to 
purchase  from  OCC,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  option,  $100,000 
principal  amount  of  particular 
Government  securities. 


“Covered”  would  be  amended  to 
apply  to  GNMA  options  by 
appropriately  correlating  (i)  short 
positions  in  GNMA  call  options  with 
long  positions  in  either  the  underlying 
GNMAs  or  in  GNMA  call  op'tions  and 
(ii)  short  positions  in  GNMA  put  options 
with  long  positions  in  such  options, 
based  on  the  exercise  price  of  the 
offsetting  options  positions  or  the 
remaining  unpaid  principal  balance  of 
the  offsetting  GNMA  position. 

“Covered”  would  also  be  amended  to 
apply  to  Government  security  options  in 
an  identical  manner,  except  that  the 
“principal  amount”,  rather  than  the 
“remaining  unpaid  principal  balance”,  is 
the  measure  of  the  basis  of  an  offsetting 
Government  securities  position. 

The  definition  of  “exercise  price” 
would  be  amended  to  apply  to  GNMA 
options  and  Government  security 
options.  As  applied  to  GNMA  options, 
the  term  would  refer  to  the  specified 
percentage  of  the  nominal  principal 
amount  at  which  the  underlying  GNMA 
may  be  purchased  or  sold  upon  exercise 
of  an  option.  The  definition  would 
provide  for  adjustment  of  that  specified 
percentage  in  the  event  a  GNMA 
delivered  upon  such  exercise  bears  a 
stated  rate  of  interest  at  a  “qualifying 
rate”  other  than  the  “designated  rate”  of 
eight  percent.  The  adjustment  would 
cause  the  amount  paid  to  provide  the 
same  yield  to  maturity  as  the  amount 
which  would  have  been  payable  if  the 
stated  rate  of  interest  had  been  equal  to 
the  designated  rate,  assuming  a  30-year 
term  and  prepayment  at  the  end  of  the 
twelfth  year  of  the  mortgage  obligations 
underlying  GNMAs.  In  its  application  to 
Government  security  options,  “exercise 
price”  would  refer  to  the  specified 
percentage  of  the  principal  amount  at 
which  the'  particular  underlying 
Government  security  may  be  purchased 
or  sold  upon  exercise  of  an  option. 

“GNMA”  would  be  defined  to  confine 
it  to  GNMAs  bearing  a  “qualifying  rate” 
of  interest.  What  constitutes  a  qualifying 
rate  would  be  subject  to  change  from 
time  to  time  on  the  basis  of  the  then 
current  “GNMA  production  rate”,  that 
is,  a  rate  of  interest  .50  percent  below 
the  current  Federal  Housing 
Administration-Veterans  Administration 
mortgage  rate.  A  qualifying  rate  would 
be  any  rate  equal  to  or  less  than  the 
current  GNMA  production  rate, 
provided  that  (i)  in  the  event  of  a  change 
in  the  GNMA  production  rate,  already 
outstanding  GNMAs  bearing  interest  at 
the  changed  GNMA  production  rate 
would  not  be  deemed  to  bear  a 
qualifying  rate  for  the  periods  specified 
and  (ii)  if  the  change  is  a  decrease, 
outstanding  GNMAs  bearing  an  interest 


rate  that  was  a  qualifying  rate 
immediately  before  the  change  would  be 
deemed  to  continue  to  bear  a  qualifying 
rate  for  the  periods  specified.  Finally, 
the  definition  of  “GNMA”  would 
provide  that  any  two  or  more  separate 
certificates  representing  GNMAs 
bearing  the  same  qualifying  rate 
delivered  in  accordance  with  the  OCC 
Rules  would  be  deemed  to  be  a  single 
GNMA  (representing  the  aggregate  of 
the  remaining  unpaid  principal  balances 
of  such  separate  certificates). 

"Government  security”  would  be 
defined  to  include  “Treasury  bills”, 
“Treasury  notes”  and  “Treasury  bonds”, 
each  of  which  is  also  proposed  to  be 
defined  in  Rule  700.  “Government 
security”  is  defined  with  sufficient 
breadth  to  include  the  several  types  of 
securities  issued  or  guaranteed  by  the 
U.S.  Government  and  by  quasi- 
governmental  corporations,  but  GNMAs 
are  explicitly  excluded. 

Supplementary  material  is  proposed 
to  be  added  to  Rule  700  to  make  clear 
that  the  current  standard  form 
prospectus  covering  GNMAs  is  Form 
HUD  1717  and  to  establish  that  the  time 
for  determining  the  cash  market  price  of 
GNMAs  for  purposes  of  calculating  the 
appropriate  differential  would  be 
immediately  prior  to  preparation  of 
advice  by  OCC  concerning  the  precise 
amounts  of  aggregate  exercise  prices 
payable  with  respect  to  exercised 
GNMA  options. 

Rules  701,  702  and  703.  Proposed  Rule 
701  specifies  the  procedures  for 
selecting  which  Government  security 
option  contracts  are  to  be  traded, 
provides  for  designation  of  Treasury 
securities  by  reference  to  the  coupon 
rate  and  date  of  maturity  and  permits 
Treasury  securities  to  be  the  subject  of 
options  trading  any  time  after  initial 
public  auction.  Proposed  Rule  702 
establishes  that  the  rights  and 
obligations  of  holders  and  writers 
thereof  are  determined  by  the  OCC 
Rules.  Proposed  Rule  703  sets  forth  how 
series  of  such  contracts  are  to  be  fixed. 

Rules  704,  705  and  706.  Proposed 
Rules  704,  705  and  706  establish  position 
and  exercise  limits  of  2000  Government 
security  option  contracts  and  require 
reporting  of  aggregate  positions  of  200  or 
more  contracts. 

Rules  707,  708  and  709.  Proposed  Rule 
707  requires  liquidation  of  positions  in 
excess  of  the  2000  contract  limit  of 
proposed  Rule  704.  Proposed  Rule  708 
empowers  the  Exchange  to  prohibit 
writing  transactions  and  uncovering  of 
covered  short  positions  if  there  are 
outstanding  an  excessive  number,  or  an 
excessively  high  percentage,  of 
uncovered!  short  positions.  Proposed 
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Rule  709  authorizes  the  Exchange  to 
impose  other  restrictions  on  Exchange 
option  transactions  and  on  the  exercise 
of  Government  security  option 
contracts. 

Rules  715  and  716.  Proposed  Rules  715 
and  716  empower  the  Exchange  to 
establish  minimum  original  public  sale 
criteria  for  approving  underlying 
Treasury  securities  and  withdrawing  its 
approval  of  underlying  Government 
securities.  In  addition,  proposed  Rule 
716  conHnes  underlying  Treasury 
securities  to  the  most  recently  issued 
and  actively  traded  issues  and  assures 
that  specified  minimiun  amounts  of  such 
securities  remain  outstanding. 

Rule  717.  Proposed  Rvde  717  requires 
trading  rotations  following  the 
availability  of  quotations  for 
Government  securities  following  halts 
and  suspensions,  and  at  expiration.  The 
rule  also  provides  for  halts  and 
suspensions  when  trading  in  the 
Government  security  has  been  halted  or 
suspended  in  the  primary  market  or  in 
the  event  current  quotations  are 
unavailable,  or  when,  in  the  case  of 
underlying  Treasury  securities,  either 
the  Federal  Reserve  is  active  in  the 
primary  market  or  a  new  issue  is 
occurring. 

Rule  721.  Rule  721  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  require  special  approval  of 
customers’  accounts  prior  to  acceptance 
by  members  of  orders  fi'om  customers  to 
purchase  or  write  GNMA  or 
Government  security  options. 

Rule  726.  Rule  726  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  require  delivery  of  a  current 
OCC  prospectus  on  GNMA  and 
Government  security  options  to 
customers  whose  accounts  have  been 
approved  for  GNMA  and  Government 
security  transactions,  respectively. 

Rule  750.  Proposed  Rule  750  makes 
applicable  certain  existing  Floor  rules  of 
the  Exchange  to  Exchange  trading  of 
Government  security  options. 

Rules  751  and  752.  Proposed  Rules  751 
and  752  provide  that  bids  and  offers  for 
Government  security  options  shall  be 
d'^emed  to  be  for  one  option  contract 
unless  otherwise  stated  and  shall  be 
expressed  in  terms  of  a  percentage  of 
the  aggregate  principal  amount  and 
establish  that  such  bids  and  offers  shall 
be  expressed  in  terms  of  l/64th  of  one 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  unless  a 
different  percentage  is  approved  by  the 
Exchange. 

Rule  753.  Proposed  Rule  753  regulates 
the  acceptance  and  precedence  of  bids 
and  offers  made  for  Government 
security  options. 

Rule  754.  Proposed  Rule  754  provides 
that  the  unit  of  trading  in  each  series  of 
Exchange  options  shall  be  established 
by  OCC. 


Rule  755.  Proposed  Rule  755  obligates 
the  specialist  to  report  on  orders  left 
with  him. 

Rule  756.  Proposed  Rule  756  requires  a 
member  to  attempt  to  execute  a 
transaction  in  a  Government  security 
option  on  an  exchange  before  executing 
it  in  the  over-the-counter  market. 

Rule  757.  Proposed  Rule  757  requires 
each  Competitive  Options  Trader  and 
specialist  to  report  to  the  Exchange  all 
orders  handled  and  all  accounts  in 
which  he  trades. 

Rules  758.  Proposed  Rule  758 
prescribes  qualifications  for  Competitive 
Options  Traders,  regulates  their  Floor 
conduct,  restricts  transactions  in  which 
they  have  an  interest  and  specifies  the 
manner  in  which  they  may  engage  in 
options  trading. 

Rules  759.  Proposed  Rule  759  provides 
for  cabinet  trading  of  Government 
security  options  at  premiums  of  $1.00  or 
less. 

Rules  760,  761  and  762.  Proposed 
Rules  760,  761  and  762  require  that  each 
clearing  member  submit  specified  trade 
information  relating  to  each  transaction 
he  effects  and  be  responsible  for  the 
clearance  of  each  such  compared 
transaction  through  OCC. 

Rules  763  through  766.  Proposed  Rules 
763,  764,  765  and  766  set  forth 
procedures  for  Exchange  comparison  of 
trade  information  and  generation  of  lists 
of  compared  and  uncompared  trades. 
Clearing  members  are  required  by  these 
proposed  rules  to  reconcile  uncompared 
trades,  report  such  reconciliations  to  the 
Exchange  and  resubmit  trade 
information  for  comparison  by  the 
Exchange. 

Rules  767.  Proposed  Rule  767  directs 
that  every  clearing  member  maintain  an 
office  at  an  Exchange-approved  location 
and  that  an  authorized  clearing  member 
representative  be  present  at  that  office 
for  such  hours  as  die  Exchange  shall 
determine. 

Rules  770.  Proposed  Rule  770 
prescribes  the  manner  in  which 
unreconciled,  uncompared  trades  are  to 
be  resolved.  The  rule  requires  the 
member  representing  the  purchaser 
(writer)  to  enter  the  Floor  and  buy  (sell) 
the  questioned  option  contract,  unless 
the  uncompared  trade  is  for  a  firm 
account. 

Rules  771  and  772.  Proposed  Rule  771 
offers  the  writer  of  an  Exchange  option 
transaction  the  choice,  upon  the  default 
of  a  clearing  member,  of  canceling  the 
transaction  or  entering  into  a  new 
transaction  and  charging  any  loss  to  the 
defaulting  clearing  member.  Proposed 
Rule  772  regulates  the  treatment  of 
unsecured  open  positions  of  members 
who  become  suspended. 


Rules  780.  Proposed  Rule  780  requires 
that  option  contracts  be  exercised  by 
the  clearing  member  according  to  the 
OCC  Rules  and  sets  a  fixed  cut-off  time 
prior  to  the  expiration  date  of  the  option 
contract  at  which  a  member 
organization  will  be  able  to  accept 
exercise  instructions. 

Rules  781.  The  proposed  amendments 
to  Rule  781  provide  that  in  allocating 
exercise  notices,  the  member 
organization  shall  differentiate  between 
positions  of  block  size  and  smaller 
positions  in  GNMA  options  and 
Government  security  options.  They 
further  provide  that  when  so  directed  by 
OCC,  a  member  organization  shall 
allocate  a  Government  security  or 
GNMA  call  option  contract  exercise 
notice  to  a  customer  who  has  made  a 
specific  deposit  of  the  underlying 
Government  security  or  GNMA. 

Rules  782.  The  proposed  amendments 
to  Rule  782  require  that  payment  of  the 
aggregate  exercise  price  by  a  customer 
be  accompanied  by  accrued  interest  in 
the  cases  of  GNMA  option  contracts  and 
Government  security  option  contracts. 
They  also  propose  that  in  the  case  of 
GNMA  option  contracts,  the  customer 
need  not  pay  the  aggregate  exercise 
price  until  the  member  organization 
informs  the  customer  of  the  exact 
amount. 

Rules  792.  Proposed  Rule  792 
establishes  the  days  and  hours  of  the 
Exchange’s  option  market  independently 
of  the  Exchange’s  stock  and  bond 
markets,  and  provides  for  the  trading  of 
Government  security  options  during  the 
hours  that  Government  securities 
ordinarily  trade  in  the  cash  market. 

n.  NYSE’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of, 
and  Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  FV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  NYSE’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of, 
and  Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

(1)  Purpose,  "rhe  purpose  of  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  to  provide  the 
regulatory  framework  for  a  market  on 
the  Floor  in  options  on  obligations 
issued  or  guaranteed  by  the  U.S. 
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Government  or  by  quasi-govemmental 
corporations  other  Uian  the  Government 
National  Mortgage  Association 
(“Government  securities"),  initially  to  be 
limited  to  securities  issued  by  the  U.S. 
Treasury.  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
also  designed  to  extend  the  reach  of  the 
Exchange's  “upstairs”  option  rules 
(existing  series  700)  to  cover  options  on 
Government  securities  and  on  modified 
pass-through  mortgage-backed  securities 
guaranteed  as  to  timely  payment  of 
principal  and  interest  by  the 
Government  National  Mortgage 
Association  (“GNMAs”).  More  detailed 
explanation  of  the  purposes  of  the 
proposed  amendments  to  existing  rules 
and  of  the  proposed  new  rules  is  set 
forth  below  on  a  rule-by-rule  basis. 

Rule  700.  The  proposed  changes  to 
Rule  700  are  intended  to  provide  the 
requisite  scope  to  the  Exchange's  option 
rules  and  to  define  necessary  terms  used 
throughout  the  option  rules. 

Rules  701,  702  and  703.  Proposed 
Rules  701,  702  and  703  are  designed  to 
provide  the  mechanism  for  approving 
and  designating  Government  security 
option  contracts  and  for  initiating 
trading  therein. 

Rules  704,  705  and  706.  Proposed 
Rules  704,  705  and  706  are  intended  to 
proscribe  transactions  resulting  in 
excessive  positions  with  respect  to  a 
particular  underlying  Government 
security,  to  proscribe  the  exercise  within 
a  short  period  of  time  of  an  excessive 
number  of  long  positions  in  a  particular 
class  of  Government  security  options, 
and  to  provide  the  Exchange  with 
information  necessary  to  enforce  the 
position  and  exercise  limits  established 
in  proposed  Rules  704  and  705. 

Rules  707,  708  and  709.  Proposed 
Rules  707,  708  and  709  are  intended  to 
empower  the  Exchange  to  enforce  the 
Rule  704  position  limits,  and  to  impose 
such  other  restrictions  on  Exchange 
option  transactions  and  on  the  exercise 
of  option  contracts  as  are  necessary  to 
rectify  undesirable  market  situations. 

Rules  715  and  716.  Proposed  Rule  715 
is  intended  to  assure  that  the  Treasury 
securities  chosen  for  options  trading  are 
widely  held  and  actively  traded. 
Proposed  Rule  716  is  intended  to  assure 
the  cessation  of  trading  in  an  option 
when  the  underlying  Government 
security  ceases  to  be  a  suitable  subject 
of  options  trading. 

Rule  717.  Proposed  Rule  717  is 
intended  to  authorize  trading  rotations, 
halts  and  suspensions  in  circumstances 
appropriate  for  Government  seciuities. 

Rule  750.  Proposed  Rule  750  is 
intended  to  apply  appropriate  existing 
Floor  rules  to  trading  on  the  Exchange  of 
Government  security  options. 


Rules  751  and  75Z  Proposed  Rules  751 
and  752  are  intended  to  establish  the 
manner  in  which  bids  and  offers  on 
option  contracts  are  to  be  expressed  and 
to  establish  a  minimum  fractional 
change  for  Exchange  option  transactions 
involving  Government  securities. 

Rule  753.  Proposed  Rule  753  is 
intended  to  regulate  the  acceptance  and 
precedence  of  bids  and  offers  on 
options. 

Rule  754.  Proposed  Rule  754  is 
intended  to  prescribe  the  manner  in 
which  units  of  trading  are  to  be 
established. 

Rule  755.  Proposed  Rule  755  is 
designed  to  impose  on  specialists  a  duty 
to  report  orders  when  requested  to  do  so 
by  the  member  supplying  them. 

Rule  756.  Proposed  Rule  756  is 
intended  to  impose  market 
responsibility  obligations  on  members. 

Rule  757.  Proposed  Rule  757  is 
intended  to  impose  on  specialists  and 
Competitive  Options  Traders  an 
obligation  to  report  to  the  Exchange 
accounts  in  which  they  trade  and  orders 
which  they  place. 

Rule  758.  Proposed  Rule  758  is 
intended  to  regulate  the  option  trading 
of  Competitive  Options  Traders. 

Rule  759.  Proposed  Rule  759  is 
intended  to  permit  accommodation 
liquidations. 

Rules  760  through  767,  770  and  771. 
These  proposed  rules  are  intended  to 
provide  for  the  comparison  of  Exchange 
option  transactions. 

Rule  772.  Proposed  Rule  772  is 
intended  to  prescribe  the  manner  in 
which  open  option  contracts  of 
suspended  members  are  to  be  treated. 

Rule  780.  Proposed  Rule  780  is 
designed  to  establish  procedures  for  the 
exercise  of  option  contracts. 

Rule  792.  Imposed  Rule  792  is 
intended  to  permit  the  Exchange's 
option  market  to  operate,  and  suspend 
operation,  independently  of  the 
Exchange's  stock  and  bond  markets,  and 
to  permit  the  hours  of  the  Exchange's 
market  in  government  security  options 
to  track  those  of  the  primary  market  in 
the  underlying  Government  securities. 

(2)  Statutory  Basis.  The  proposed  rule 
change  relates  to  section  6(b)(1)  of  the 
Act  in  that  it  would  provide  a  regulatory 
framework  for  a  market  in  government 
security  options  on  the  Floor.  The 
proposed  rule  change  would  give  the 
Exchange  the  capacity  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  and  the  niles  of 
the  Exchange,  and  to  enforce 
compliance  therewith  by  Exchange 
members  and  persons  associated  with 
members.  Except  for  the  changes 
necessary  to  accommodate  Govenunent 


security  options  trading  on  the  Floor,  the 
Exchange's  existing  rules,  and  hence  the 
same  bases  and  policies  underlying 
those  rules,  apply  to  the  Exchange's 
proposed  market  in  Government 
security  options.  Thus,  the  proposed  rule 
change  contemplates  the  application  to 
Exchange  trading  of  Government 
security  options  of  long-established 
regulatory  principles  and  techniques 
which  are  designed  to  assure  the 
fairness,  orderliness  and  quality  of  the 
Exchange's  stock  and  bond  rharkets.  In 
addition,  except  for  changes 
necessitated  by  the  particular  ' 
characteristics  of  the  underlying 
Government  securities  and  the  markets 
therein,  most  of  the  new  rules  contained 
in  the  700  series  are  substantially 
identical  to  those  of  the  900  series  of  the 
rules  of  the  American  Stock  Exchange, 

Inc.  and  therefore  have  a  common  basis 
with  the  AMEX  option  rules  in  the  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  Consequently,  the  Exchange 
believes  the  public  interest  will  be 
advanced  by  Exchange  trading  of 
Government  security  options. 

(B)  NYSE’s  Statement  on  Burden  on 
Competition 

The  Exchange  believes  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  will  not  impose 
any  burden  on  competition  that  is  not 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  furtherance 
of  the  purposes  of  the  Act.  Quite  to  the 
contrary,  the  Exchange  believes  that 
significant  benefits  will  flow  to  the  U.S. 
economy,  to  market  professionals  and  to 
investors  from  the  creation  of  a  free  and 
open  market  for  the  trading  of 
standardized  options  on  Government 
securities.  The  Exchange  believes  that 
the  proposed  rule  change  will  permit  the 
creation  of  such  a  market — a  market 
designed  to  prevent  fraudulent  and 
manipulative  acts  and  practices,  to 
permit  just  and  equitable  principles  of 
trade,  to  protect  investors  and  the  public 
interest  and  to  provide  appropriate 
disciplinary  procedures  applicable  to  its 
members  and  persons  associated  with 
its  members  who  violate  the  rules  of  the 
Exchange. 

(C)  NYSE’s  Statement  on  Comments  on 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change  Received 
From  Members,  Participants  or  Others 

No  comments  have  been  solicited  or 
received  to  date.  The  Exchange  expects 
to  solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  Exchange  members  and 
member  organizations  and  to 
incorporate  appropriate  comments  into 
the  proposed  rule  change  by  an 
amendment.  In  addition,  the  Exchange  is 
forming  a  users  advisory  committee  to 
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assist  it  in  designing  its'market  in 
Government  security  options. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Tuning  for 
Commission  Action 

Within  35  days  of  the  filing  by  the 
NYSE  of  one  or  more  appropriate 
amendments  setting  forth  the 
completion  of  all  action  required  to  be 
taken  by  the  NYSE  under  its 
Constitution,  Certificate  of  Incorporation 
and  rules  or  within  such  longer  period  (i) 
as  the  Commission  may  designate  up  to 
90  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and 
publishes  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  [ii) 
as  to  which  the  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  nie  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  tiling  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  tile 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  May  19, 1981. 

For  the  Division  of  Market  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  16, 1981. 

FR  Doc.  81-8615  Kilnd  3-19-81: 8:45  um| 
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[Release  No.  1 1685;  812-4784] 

Dreyfus  Service  Corp.;  Filing  of 
Application 

March  13, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Dreyfus 
Service  Corporation  (“Applicant”).  767 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York 
10153,  a  New  York  corporation  which 
serves  as  sponsor  to  The  Dreyfus 
Income  Trust  (First  Short  Term  Series 
and  Subsequent  Series)  (“Trust”),  a  unit 
investment  trust  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
("Act”),  tiled  an  application  on 
December  19, 1980,  requesting  an  order 
of  the  Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
6(c)  of  the  Act,  exempting  Applicant 
from  the  provisions  of  Rule  22c-l  under 
the  Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit 
Applicant  to  offer  Units  of  the  Trust  at  a 
public  offering  price  other  than  the  price 
next  computed  after  receipt  of  a 
purchase  order.  The  exemptive  relief 
requested  by  Applicant  would  be  limited 
to  a  period  of  the  tirst  tive  business  days 
of  the  initial  offering  period  for  each 
future  Series  of  the  Trust,  or  until  80%  of 
the  units  of  such  Series  are  sold, 
whichever  occurs  tirst.  All  intrerested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  applicaiton 
on  tile  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  states  that  as  of  the  date  of 
the  application  there  had  been  sixteen 
Series  of  the  Trust.  Applicant  further 
represents  that  Units  representing 
fractional  undivided  interests  in  each 
Series  of  the  Trust  have  been,  and  will 
be,  registered  as  securities  purusant  to 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  (“1933  Act”). 
According  to  the  application,  each 
Series  of  the  Trust  has  consisted,  and 
will  consist  of  certificates  of  deposit 
(including  contracts  for  the  purchase  of 
certain  certificates  of  deposit  and 
irrevocable  letters  of  credit)  deposited 
by  Applicant  with  The  Bank  of  New 
York  (“Trustee”). 

Applicant  represents  that,  after  the 
filing  of  a  preliminary  prospectus  with 
the  Commission  in  connection  with  a 
proposed  public  offering  of  Unts  of  a 
Series,  it  contacts  dealers  who  have 
purchased  Units  of  past  Series  for 
indications  of  interest  from  them.  On  the 
basis  of  the  indications  of  interest 
received  from  such  dealers.  Applicant 
purchases  the  certificates  of  deposit 
which  will  constitute  the  Series  on  the 
day  prior  to  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Units  of  the  Series  under  the  1933  Act. 
Applicant  further  states  that  at  9:00  a.m. 
the  following  day  (“Closing  Date”)  the 
certificates  of  deposits  are  deposited 
with  the  Trustee  for  which  Applicant 


receives  from  the  Trustee  a  certificate 
for  Units  representing  the  entire 
ownership  of  such  Series,  one  Unit  for 
each  $1,000  principal  amount  of 
certificates  of  deposit  deposited  with  the 
Trustee.  Upon  the  effectiveness  of  such 
Units  under  the  1933  Act  on  the  morning 
of  the  Closing  Date,  Applicant  states 
that  the  initial  offering  period 
commences,  during  which  it  offers  the 
Units  for  sale  to  the  public. 

Applicant  further  states  that  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  Units  are  sold 
by  the  Applicant  to  dealers  who 
presumably  buy  for,  or  resell  to,  their 
retail  cusomters.  Applicant  adds,  that  as 
the  indications -of  interest  previously 
received  from  such  dealers  are  only 
approximations  and  cannot  be  firm 
offers  to  purchase,  the  actual  purchases 
of  Units  by  dealers  upon  the 
effectiveness  of  an  offering  may  be 
considerably  different  due  to,  for 
example,  mistake,  changed  market 
conditions,  or  inaccurate  estimations. 

The  initial  offering  period  continues 
from  day  to  day  as  may  be  necessary 
until  all  such  Units  are  sold,  but  for  a 
maximum  of  30  days.  Historically  the 
Trust  Series  have  been  sold  out,  on 
average.  7¥t  business  days  from  the 
Closing  Date. 

Rule  22c-l  adopted  under  the  Act 
provides,  in  pertinent  part,  that  no 
registered  investment  company  issuing 
any  redeemable  security,  and  no  dealer 
in  any  such  security,  shall  sell,  redeem, 
or  repurchase  any  such  security  except 
at  a  price  on  the  current  net  asset  value 
of  such  seciuity  which  is  next  computed 
after  receipt  of  a  tender  of  such  security 
for  redemption  or  of  an  order  to 
purchase  or  sell  such  security. 

Applicant  proposes  to  offer  Units  of 
each  future  ^ries  of  the  Trust  to  the 
public  at  a  public  offering  price 
determined  as  of  4:00  p.m.  on  the 
business  day  prior  to  any  such  offer 
(“backward  pricing”)  for  a  period  of  the 
first  tive  business  days  of  the  intitial 
offering  period  for  each  such  Series,  or 
until  80  percent  of  the  Units  are  sold, 
whichever  occurs  sooner.  Since  the 
public  offering  price  so  determined  will 
be  effective  for  all  sales  of  the  Units 
during  the  following  24  hour  period,  the 
“forward  pricing”  requirement  of  Rule 
22c-l  under  the  Act  would  not  be  met. 

Applicant  asserts  that  under  the 
current  forward  pricing  requirements  of 
Rule  22c-l,  Applicant  is  subject  to 
whatever  gains  or  losses  may  result  due 
to  changing  market  conditions:  (1) 
between  the  time  of  purchase  of  the 
underlying  certificates  (approximately 
11:00  a.m.  on  the  day  prior  to  the  Closing 
Date)  and  the  time  the  tirst  public 
offering  price  is  established  (4KX)  p.m.  on 
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the  Closing  Date)  and  (2)  between 
successive  evaluations.  While  the 
market  movement  normally  to  be 
expected  will  be  minor,  such  shifts  will 
have  a  significant  total  impact  on 
Applicant  due  to  its  initial  position  as 
owner  of  all  the  Units  in  a  Series. 
Applicant  further  states  that  the  average 
single  day  fluctuation  of  $.71  per  $1,000 
Unit,  which  it  contends  is  a  minimal 
difference  to  an  individual  investor, 
subjects  the  Applicant  to  substantial 
financial  risks.  Applicant  further  asserts 
that  pursuant  to  the  requested 
exemption,  these  particular  risks  would 
be  reduced  significantly,  although  not 
totally  eliminated. 

Applicant  states  that  Rule  22c-l  has 
two  purposes:  (1)  to  eliminate  or  to 
reduce  any  dilution  of  the  value  of 
outstanding  redeemable  securities  of 
registered  investment  companies  which 
might  occur  through  the  sale,  redemption 
or  repurchase  of  such  securities  at  prices 
other  than  their  current  net  asset  value; 
and  (2)  to  minimize  speculative  trading 
practices  in  the  securities  of  registered 
investment  companies. 

Applicant  submits  that  the  purposes 
of  Rule  22c-l  will  not  be  offended  by  the 
proposed  backward  pricing  of  the  Units. 
In  this  regard  Applicant  asserts  that, 
since  it  will  own  all  the  Units  at  the 
beginning  of  the  initial  offering  period, 
the  price  at  which  it  sells  those  Units 
can  affect  only  Applicant,  not  the  value 
of  the  underlying  certiHcates  of  deposit 
nor  the  fractional  undivided  interest  in 
those  certificates  of  deposit  represented 
by  each  Unit  outstanding.  Thus, 
Applicant  concludes  that  dilution  of  the 
Trust  is  not  a  relevant  concept  as 
neither  the  Trustee  nor  the  assets  of  the 
Trust  are  involved  in  the  sale  of  the 
Units.  Applicant  further  asserts  that  the 
movement  of  interest  rates  on  the  short¬ 
term  certificates  of  deposit  which 
constitute  the  Series  is  not  sufficient  to 
make  speculative  trading  practices 
ordinarily  proHtable.  Applicant  states 
that  the  sales  charge  on  a  Unit  is 
currently  0.70%  of  the  public  offering 
price,  or  $7.05  on  a  $1,000  Unit,  and  that 
this  is  the  amount  of  price  movement 
necessary  between  successive  daily 
valuations  for  a  potential  speculator 
simply  to  break  even.  Applicant 
represents  that  there  has  never  been  a 
single  day  fluctuation  that  large  during 
the  initial  offering  period  of  any  Series 
of  the  Trust,  and  that  the  average  single 
day  fluctuation  during  this  period  has 
been  approximately  Vio  of  that 
necessary  to  make  speculation 
numerically  feasible  on  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing.  Thus,  Applicant  argues  that 
the  possibility  of  speculation  by  an 


investor  is  so  remote  as  to  be  considered 
a  practical  impossibility. 

Moreover,  Applicant  states  that  a 
speculator  who  desires  to  take 
advantage  of  a  movement  in  the 
aggregate  value  of  the  certificates  of 
deposit  composing  the  portfolio  of  a 
particular  Series  would,  in  addition  to 
confronting  a  market  in  which 
fluctuations  are  limited,  have  to 
accurately  assess  the  value  of  the 
underlying  portfolio  of  certificates  of 
deposit,  none  of  which  is  listed  on  a 
securities  exchange.  To  the  extent  that 
the  portfolio  of  a  Series  consists  of 
certiHcates  of  deposit  issued  by  London 
branches  of  domestic  banks.  Applicant 
further  represents  that  the  problems  of 
evaluation  for  the  purpose  of 
speculation  would  be  increased  by  the 
necessity  of  considerably  the  different 
inherent  risks  of  a  foreign  market,  the 
six  hour  time  difference  from  the 
domestic  market  and  the  costs  of 
obtaining  such  data. 

Applicant  further  represents  that  in  a 
period  where  the  market  value  of  Units 
is  rising  there  is  little  or  no  possibility 
that  ei&er  Applicant  or  the  dealers 
would  be  able  to  profit  by  redeeming 
Units  with  the  Trustee  because  price 
changes  are  limited  in  respect  to  the 
short-term  certificates  of  deposit  which 
underlie  such  Units.  In  order  for  the 
Applicant  or  a  dealer  to  make  more 
profit  by  redeeming  Units  than  by 
selling  to  investors,  there  would  have  to 
be  a  single  day  fluctuation  greater  than 
the  sum  of  the  difference  between  the 
offering  and  bid  prices  (since  the 
redemption  price  for  Units  is  forward 
priced  and  based  on  the  aggregate  bid 
side  evaluation  of  the  underlying, 
certificates  of  deposit]  and  the  .70% 
sales  charge.  Nonetheless,  Applicant 
agrees  that  it  will  not  tender  back  to  the 
Trustee  for  redemption  any  of  its  imsold 
Units  during  the  initial  offering  period  of 
any  Series.  With  respect  to  Units 
tendered  by  investors  to  the  Trustee  for 
redemption,  and  which  are  instead 
purchased  by  Applicant,  Applicant 
states  that  it  is  prohibited  by  the  terms 
of  the  Trust  Indenture  and  Agreement 
from  subsequently  redeeming  those 
Units  at  a  greater  price  than  it  paid  for 
them,  plus  interest.  Applicant  represents 
that,  while  it  can  not,  and  does  not, 
guarantee  the  maintenance  of  a  market 
for  Units  during  the  initial  offering 
period  of  each  Series,  it  intends  to  do  so 
and  to  continuously  offer  to  repurchase 
such  Units  at  prices  in  excess  of  the 
redemption  price. 

According  to  the  application,  the  sole 
risk  to  investors  in  the  Trust  from  the 
adoption  of  daily  backward  pricing  of 
the  Units  is  that  an  investor  whose 


purchase  price  is  based  on  the  previous 
day’s  evaluation  may  be  paying  more, 
because  the  evaluation  has  declined, 
than  the  price  such  investor  would  pay 
if  the  price  was  determined  on  the  day 
of  the  purchase  pursuant  to  the  forward 
pricing  requirement  of  Rule  22c-l.  In 
order  to  reduce  the  risk  of  loss  to 
potential  investors  in  the  Trust  to  what 
Applicant  views  as  a  de  minimis  level. 
Applicant  proposes  that  pricing  of  the 
Units  during  the  first  five  days  of  an 
offering,  or  until  80%  of  the  Units  are 
sold,  whichever  occurs  sooner,  be  done 
daily  on  a  backward  pricing  basis;  but  if 
the  purchase  price  declines  by  more 
than  $5.00  per  Unit  between  two 
successive  valuations,  then  the  investor 
would  receive  the  lower  purchase  price 
determined  by  forward  pricing  of  the 
Units  for  that  day.  Applicant  submits 
that  imder  its  proposal  the  maximum 
potential  risk  to  an  investor  in  the  Trust 
is  $5.00  per  $1,000  Unit,  or  Vz  of  1%  of  the 
total  investment. 

Applicant  further  submits  that 
potential  investors  in  the  Trust  will 
benefit  significantly  fi'om  the  proposed 
backward  pricing  of  the  Units  because  it 
would  allow  investors  to  profit  from 
positive  market  shifts  without  limitation, 
while  limiting  the  risk  of  a  negative 
market  shift  to  a  de  minimis  level,  and 
facilitate  the  continued  availability  to 
the  public  of  a  desirable  investment 
vehicle. 

Finally,  Applicant  claims  that  the 
Trust  can  be  readily  distinguished  fi'om 
other  unit  investment  trusts  with 
portfolios  of  long-term  debt  obligations, 
as  follows;  (1)  the  financial  risks  to 
sponsors  of  long-term  trusts,  and 
therefore  their  need  for  protection,  are 
comparatively  minimal.  Such  other 
trusts  utilize  a  much  higher  sales  charge 
than  the  Applicant  in  pricing  their  units, 
and  are  therefore  able  to  profitably  offer 
series  of  much  smaller  principal  amount, 
with  less  investment  of  capital  and 
correspondingly  less  financial  risk;  (2) 
sponsors  of  long-term  trusts  normally 
buy  the  underlying  instruments  in  the 
market  at  a  price  between  the  bid  and 
asked  price,  but  deposit  the  instruments 
in  the  trust  at  the  asked  price,  thereby 
providing  themselves  an  immediate 
margin  of  profit  unavailable  to  the 
applicant,  which  purchases  directly  from 
the  issuers;  and  (3)  Units  of  the  Trust, 
with  an  underlying  portfolio  of  short¬ 
term  instruments,  are  subject  to  minimal 
market  shifts  (to  an  individual  investor), 
while  units  of  long-term  trusts  are 
subject  to  much  larger  price  fluctuations. 
For  this  reason  the  sponsor  of  such  a 
trust  would  often  be  unable  to  utilize  a 
backward  pricing  exemption  of  the  type 
being  requested  here,  as  the  Vz  of  1%  de 
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minimis  protection  of  the  instant 
application  could  be  regularly  exceeded. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  the  Commission,  by 
order  upon  application,  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities  or  transactions,  from  any 
provision  or  provisions  of  the  Act  or  any 
rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Applicant 
asserts  that  the  exemption  requested  is 
appropriate  and  in  the  public  interest, 
and  is  consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  7, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  application  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notiHed  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

II'R  n«c.  B1-fl816  Filed  J-19-B1:  8:45  am| 

BIUJNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


[File  No.  2-65259  (22-10072)] 

Galaxy  Oil  Co.;  Application  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  16. 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Galaxy  Oil 
Company  (the  “Applicant”)  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  clause  (ii)  of 
Section  310(b)(1)  of  the  Trust  Indenture 
Act  of  1939  (the  “Act”)  for  a  finding  by 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (the  “Commission”)  that 
the  trusteeship  of  Bank  of  the  Southwest 
National  Association,  Houston, 
(“Trustee”)  under  certain  existing 
indentures  of  the  Applicant,  one  of 
which  is  qualified  under  the  Act,  is  not 
so  likely  to  involve  a  material  conflict  of 
interest  as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  disqualify  the  Trustee  from 
continuing  to  act  as  trustee  under  the 
Applicant’s  indentures. 

Section  310(b)  of  the  Act  provides  in 
part  that,  if  a  trustee  under  an  indenture 
qualified  under  the  Act  has  or  shall 
acquire  any  conflicting  interest,  it  shall, 
within  90  days  after  ascertaining  that  it 
has  such  conflicting  interest,  either 
eliminate  such  conflicting  interest  or 
resign.  Subsection  (1)  of  such  Section 
provides,  in  effect,  that  with  certain 
exceptions  a  trustee  under  a  qualiHed 
indenture  shall  be  deemed  to  have  a 
conflicting  interest  if  such  trustee  is 
trustee  under  another  indenture  under 
which  any  other  securities  of  the  same 
issuer  are  outstanding.  However,  under 
clause  (ii)  of  Subsection  (1),  there  shall 
be  excluded  from  the  operation  of  this 
provision  another  indenture  under 
which  other  securities  of  the  issuer  are 
outstanding  if  the  issuer  shall  have 
sustained  the  burden  of  proving,  on 
application  to  the  Commission  and  after 
opportunity  for  hearing,  that  trusteeship 
under  such  qualified  indenture  and  such 
other  indenture  is  not  so  likely  to 
involve  a  material  conflict  of  interest  as 
to  make  it  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  disqualify  such  trustee  from  acting  as 
trustee  under  either  of  such  indentures. 

The  Applicant  alleges  that: 

1.  The  Applicant  has  currently  issued 
an  outstanding  $9,611,000  principal 
amount  of  9%  Convertible  Subordinated 
Debentures  Due  1994  (“Registered 
Debentures")  issued  pursuant  to  an 
indenture  dated  as  of  September  15, 

1979  (“Registered  Indenture”)  entered 
into  between  the  Applicant  and  the 
Trustee.  The  Registered  Debentures 
were  issued  in  a  registered  public 
offering  in  the  United  States 


(Registration  Statement  No.  2-65259) 
and  the  Registered  Indenture  was 
qualibed  under  the  Act  (Registration  No. 
22-10072). 

2.  As  of  January  1, 1981.  the  Applicant 
has  entered  into  a  second  indenture 
(“Unregistered  Indenture")  with  the 
Trustee  pursuant  ta  which  Galaxy  Oil 
International  N.V.  (“International”), 
wholly-owned  Netherlands  Antilles 
subsidiary  of  the  Applicant  issued 
$12,0(X),000  principal  amount  of  8Vz% 
Convertible  Subordinated  Debentures 
Due  1996  (“Unregistered  Debentures”), 
which  Debentures  are  guaranteed,  on  a 
subordinated  basis,  by  the  Applicant. 

3.  As  a  result  of  the  Applicant's 
guarantees  (“Guarantees”)  of  the 
Unregistered  Debentures,  the  trusteeship 
of  the  Trustee  under  the  Unregistered 
Indenture  may  be  deemed  to  create  a 
conflict  of  interest  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  310(b)(1)  of  the  Act  and  Section 
8.08  of  the  Registered  Indenture, 
requiring  the  Trustee  to  resign  as 
Trustee  under  either  the  Registered 
Indenture  or  the  Unregistered  Indenture 
within  90  days  after  January  1, 1981, 
unless  such  conflict  of  interest  is 
otherwise  eliminated. 

4.  The  Unregistered  Indenture 
contains  provisions  relating  to  the 
subordination  of  the  Guarantees  which 
are  the  same  in  all  material  respects  to 
the  subordination  provisions  contained 
in  the  Registered  Indenture,  which 
provisions  cause  the  Guarantees  to  rank 
equally  with  the  Registered  Debentures 
as  obligations  of  the  Applicant. 

5.  The  respective  obligations  of  the 
Applicant  represented  by  the  Registered 
Debentures  and  the  Guarantees  are  pari 
passu,  and  the  holders  of  such 
obligations  would  share  (on  a  pro  rata 
basis  with  the  holders  of  any  other 
subordinated  indebtedness  of  the 
Applicant  which  might  exist  from  time 
to  time)  any  assets  remaining  in  the 
Applicant  after  the  payment  of  all  senior 
indebtedness  of  the  Applicant. 

6.  Neither  the  Registered  Debentures, 
the  Unregistered  Debentures  nor  the 
Guarantees  are  secured  by  any  of  the 
property  or  assets  of  the  Applicant. 

7.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Applicant,  the 
provisions  of  the  aforementioned 
indentures  are  not  likely  to  involve  a 
material  conflict  of  interest  so  as  to 
make  it  necessary  in  the  public  interest 
or  for  the  protection  of  any  holder  of  any 
of  the  debentures  issued  under  such 
indentures  to  disqualify  the  Trustee 
from  acting  as  trustee  under  both 
indentures. 

For  a  more  detailed  account  of  the 
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matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all 
persons  are  referred  to  said  application, 
which  is  a  public  document  on  file  in  the 
offices  of  the  Commission  at  the  Public 
Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  6, 1981,  submit  to  the  Commission 
his  views  or  any  substantial  facts 
bearing  on  this  application  or  the 
desirability  of  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  or  request  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549,  and  should  state  briefly  the 
nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
submitting  such  information  or 
requesting  the  hearing,  the  reasons  for 
such  requests,  and  the  issues  of  fact  and 
law  raised  by  the  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert.  Persons  who 
request  the  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  the  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  all  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof.  At  any  time 
after  such  date,  an  order  granting  the 
application  may  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to  delegated  ' 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[KR  Doc.  81-0617  Filed  3-19-81;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
IT.D.  81-541 

James  A.  Barnhart;  Customhouse 
Broker  License— Revocation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Acting 
assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on 
February  3, 1981,  pursuant  to  section 
641,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1641),  and  Part  111  of  the 
Customs  Regulations,  as  amended  (19 
CFR  Part  111),  revoked  the  individual 
customhouse  broker’s  license  No.  3605 
issued  to  James  A.  Barnhart,  Los 
Angeles,  California  on  July  1, 1964,  for 
the  Customs  District  of  Los  Angeles, 


California.  The  decision  is  effective  as 
of  February  3, 1981. 

William  T  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

March  16, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8603  Filed  3-19-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
TRADE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Letters  to  the  Acting  Commissioner  of 
Customs  Concerning  Implementation 
of  the  International  Coffee  Agreement, 
1976 

Executive  Order  No.  12297  of  March 
12, 1981,  delegates  to  the  United  States 
Trade  Representative  the  functions 
vested  in  the  President  by  the 
International  Coffee  Agreement  Act  of 
1980  (Pub.  L.  96-599;  94  Stat.  336). 

The  following  letters  were  sent  to  the 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs 
providing  for  customs  to  carry  out  the 
obligations  of  the  United  States  under 
the  International  Coffee  Agreement  to 
regulate  and  moniter  coffee  imports  and 
exports  and  notifying  him  that  the 
control  provisions  of  the  Agreement  are 
now  in  effect. 

William  E.  Brock, 

U.S.  Trade  Representative. 

March  16, 1981. 

Mr.  William  T.  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs,  U.S. 

Customs  Service.  Washington,  D.C. 

20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Archey:  The  International  Coffee 
Agreement  Act  of  1980  provides  that  for  such 
period  prior  to  October  1, 1982,  as  the 
International  Coffee  Agreement,  1976,  (ICA) 
remains  in  effect,  the  President  is  authorized 
to  regulate  the  entry  of  coffee  for 
consumption,  or  any  other  form  of  entry  or 
withdrawal  of  coffee  such  as  transportation 
or  exportations.  When  ICA  quotas  are  in 
effect,  the  President  is  authorized  to  limit 
entry  of  coffee  from  non-ICA  members; 
prohibit  entry  of  coffee  from  ICA  members 
which  is  not  accompanied  by  documentation 
required  under  the  ICA;  require  that  coffee 
exports  from  the  United  States  have 
documentation  required  by  the  ICA;  require 
the  keeping  of  records  and  data  as  he  may 
prescribe;  and  take  such  other  actions  and 
make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he 
considers  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the 
United  States  to  implement  its  ICA 
obligations. 

The  President,  by  Executive  Order  No. 
12297  of  March  12, 1981  delegated  to  me  or 
my  designee  the  authority  under  the 


International  Coffee  Agreement  Act  of  1980 
(Pub.  L.  96-599:  96  Stat.  3491)  to  take  action 
implementing  U.S.  rights  and  obligations 
under  the  Agreement. 

Accordingly,  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  is 
directed  to  issue  any  necessary  internal 
directives  or  operational  procedures 
necessary  to  implement  the  control 
provisions  of  the  International  Coffee 
Agreement  Act  of  1980.  It  is  the  responsibility 
of  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  to  regulate  the 
entry  of  coffee  into  the  United  States.  Upon 
receipt  of  notification  from  USTR  that  quotas 
are  in  effect,  the  Customs  Service  shall  limit 
the  entry  of  coffee  from  non-ICA  members; 
prohibit  entry  of  coffee  from  ICA  members 
which  is  not  accompanied  by  required 
documentation;  require  that  coffee  exports 
from  the  United  States  have  required 
documentation;  and  issue  such  rules  and 
procedures  that  are  necessary  for  the  United 
States  to  implement  and  control  provisions  of 
the  ICA. 

The  U.S.  Customs  Service  is  directed  to 
publish  any  directives  and  procedures  under 
which  the  control  provisions  of  the  Act  are  to 
be  implemented. 

This  letter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Very  truly  yours, 

William  E.  Brock. 

March  16, 1981. 

Mr.  William  T.  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs,  United 
States  Customs  Service,  Washington, 

D.C.  20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Archey:  'Fhe  International  Coffee 
Agreement  Act  of  1980  provides  that  for  such 
period  prior  to  October  1, 1982,  as  the 
International  Coffee  Agreement  (ICA),  1976, 
remains  in  effect,  the  President  is  authorized 
to  regulate  the  entry  of  coffee  for 
consumption,  or  any  other  form  of  entry  or 
withdrawal  of  coffee  such  as  transportation 
or  exportations.  When  ICA  quotas  are  in 
effect,  the  President  is  authorized  to  limit 
entry  of  coffee  from  non-ICA  members  and  to 
prohibit  entry  of  coffee  into  the  United  States 
from  ICA  members  that  is  not  accompanied 
by  required  certification. 

The  President,  by  Executive  Order  No. 

12297  of  March  12, 1981,  delegated  to  me  or 
my  designee  the  authority  under  the 
International  Coffee  Agreement  Act  of  1980 
(P.  L  96599:  96  Stat.  3491)  to  take  action 
implementing  U.S.  rights  and  obligations 
under  the  Agreement. 

This  office  has  been  informed  by  the  ICO 
(Circulars  ED-lOll/80  and  EDI 017/81)  that 
quotas  are  in  effect.  In  accordance  with  our 
letter  of  March  16, 1981,  you  are  hereby 
directed  to:  prohibit  entry  of  coffee  from  ICA 
members  that  is  not  accompanied  by  the 
proper  certification,  and  limit  the  entry  of 
coffee  from  non-ICA  members  to  121,860  bags 
of  coffee  for  coffee  year  1980-81. 

This  letter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Very  truly  yours, 

William  E.  Brock. 

|FR  Doc.  81-8613  Filed  3-1<Mn:  8:45  ijm| 

BILLING  CODE  3190-01-M 


17947 


Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  54 
Friday,  March  20,  1961 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
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[M-310] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

March  17, 1981. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  March  24, 1981. 
place:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
subject: 

1.  Ratification  of  items  adopted  by 
notation. 

2.  Docket  36244,  Carrier  Selection  Case  For 
Columbus,  Hastings,  Kearney  and  McCook, 
Nebraska.  Instructions  to  the  staff.  (BDA) 

3.  Supplementary  data  needed  for  U.S. 
report  to  the  International  Civil  Aviation 
Organization  (ICAO).  (OC,  BIA,  OGC) 

4.  U.S.  Air  Inc.  credit  card  refund  practices. 
(Memo  No.  350,  BCCP) 

5.  Docket  38425,  (American  Airlines,  Inc.  v. 
American  Eagle  Airlines,  Inc.)  Motion  for 
review  of  the  Director,  BCCP’s  dismissal  of 
third-party  complaint  (Memo  No.  342,  OGC) 

6.  Docket  33477,  Texas/Great  Lakes- 
Eastern  Canada  Service  Case.  Partial  Final 
Order,  (OGC) 

7.  Docket  39296,  United’s  90-day  notice  to 
suspend  all  service  at  Ely  and  Elko,  Nevada. 
(BDA.  OCCR) 

8.  Dockets  39218  and  39317 — ^TWA’s  notice 
of  its  intention  to  suspend  service  at  Reno, 
Nevada,  and  its  application  for  an  exemption 
to  suspend  this  service  three  days  early  on 
April  26, 1981.  (BDA,  OCCR) 

9.  Docket  39244, 90-day  notice  of  Republic 
Airlines  proposing  to  suspend  scheduled 
service  at  Manistee/Ludington,  Michigan. 
(Memo  No.  346,  BDA,  OCCR) 

10.  Docket  38727,  Trans-Pacific  Airlines, 
Inc. — Application  for  a  section  418  All-Cargo 
Air  Service  Certificate.  (Memo  No.  347,  BDA) 

11.  Dockets  39199  and  39200, 90-day  notice 
of  Republic  Airlines  to  suspend  service  at 
Syracuse,  New  York,  and  request  for 
exemption  to  suspend  on  less  than  the 


statutory  notice  period.  (BDA.  OCCR) 

12.  Dockets  39279,  39280,  and  39281, 

Notices  of  Republic  Airlines  to  terminate 
service  at  Worthington,  Fairmont,  and 
Mankato,  Minnesota.  (BDA,  OCCR) 

13.  Docket  38692,  Notice  of  intent  of  Semo 
Aviation,  Inc.,  to  terminate  service  at 
Jonesboro,  Arkansas.  (BDA) 

14.  Docket  39171,  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc. — 
application  for  a  section  418  All-Cargo  Air 
Service  Certificate.  (BDA) 

15.  Docket  39263,  Application  of  Robert  G. 
Rutkowski  d.b.a.  Northeastern  International 
Airways  for  Transfer  and  Reissuance  of 
Charter  Certificates.  (Memo  No.  341,  BDA) 

16.  Docket  30332,  Motion  of  Electronics 
Shippers  for  Stay  of  Order  78-7-115  pending 
judicial  review.  (Memo  No.  344,  BDA,  BIA) 

17.  Dockets  37818  and  37976,  In  the  Matter 
of  Intra-Hawaii  Service  Mail  Rates.  (Memo 
No.  351,  BDA) 

18.  Docket  37294,  Priority  and  Nonpriority 
Domestic  Service  Mail  Rates  Investigation. 
Docket  37392,  Transatlantic,  Transpacific 
and  Latin  American  Service  Mail  Rates 
Investigation.  (Memo  No.  343,  BDA) 

19.  Docket  35634.  lATA  agreements 
proposing  general  fuel-related  increases  in 
cargo  rates  in  a  variety  of  international 
markets.  (Memo  No.  345.  BIA) 

20.  Cancellation  of  the  Foreign  Air  Carrier 
Permits  hold  by  various  foreign  air  freight 
forwarders.  (Memo  No.  356,  BIA,  OGC) 

21.  Docket  39090,  Petition  of  Air  California 
for  the  institution  of  a  401(g)  investigation  to 
determine  whether  or  not  a  new  carrier 
should  be  designated  to  replace  the  dormant 
carriers  holding  authority  to  serve  Routes  A.3 
and  A.4  of  the  U.S.-Mexico  Bilateral 
Agreement.  (Memo  No.  354,  BIA) 

22.  Docket  27158,  Application  of  AeroPeru 
for  additional  widebodied  authority  between 
Miami  and  Lima.  (BIA,  OGC) 

23.  Docket  38642 — Application  of  Challenge 
Air  Transport,  Inc.  (CA’T)  for  authority 
pursuant  to  401  to  engage  in  foreign  charter 
air  transportation  of  cargo  throughout  the 
Western  Hemisphere  north  of  and  including 
Colombia,  Venezuela,  Guyana,  Surinam,  and 
French  Guiana.  (BIA,  OGC.  BCAA,  BALJ) 

24.  Dockets  33641  and  37076,  Order 
granting  Boston-Central  America  authority  to 
Braniff  Airways,  Inc.  and  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.  (BIA,  OGC) 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

|S-454-8t  Filed  S-18-81: 3:56  pm| 

BIUJNG  CODE  6320-<)1-M 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION. 

Revised  Agenda  ‘ 


TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday. 
March  19, 1981.2 

LOCATION:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 
1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
status:  Part  Open,  part  closed  to  the 
public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Open  to 
the  public: 

1.  Alkaline  Batteries  Petition,  HP  80-2 

the  Commission  will  consider  a  petition  in 
which  Melvin  Alberts  asks  CKC  to 
declare  certain  alkaline  batteries  to  be  a 
banned  hazardous  substance  under  the 
Federal  Hazardous  Substances  Act. 

Closed  to  the  public: 

2.  Enforcement  Matter  (OS  *925} 

The  Commission  and  staff  will  discuss 
matters  associated  with  an  enforcement 
matter.  Closed  under  exemption  10: 
agency  adjudication. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary.  Suite 
300, 1111 18th  Street.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20207;  Telephone:  (202)  634-7700. 

IS-446-61  Fded  3-16-si:  10:47  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  63S5-01-U 


3 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  subsection  (e)(2)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (Sy 
U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  at  4:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  March  17, 
1981,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
met  in  closed  session,  by  telephone 
conference  call,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

(a)  authorization  of  funds  for  the  payment 
of  insured  deposits  in  the  Des  Plaines  Bank, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  which  was  closed  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Banks  and  Trust  Companies 
of  the  State  of  Illinois  on  March  14. 1981,  and 
appointment  of  a  liquidator  for  the  assets  of 
the  closed  bank; 

(b) (1)  accept  sealed  bids  for  the  purchase 
of  certain  assets  of  and  the  assumption  of  the 
liability  to  pay  deposits  made  in  Peoples 
Banking  Company,  Boston,  Georgia,  whose 
board  of  directors  turned  over  possession  of 

•  Agenda  revised  March  17  to  delete  two  items 
which  will  be  rescheduled,  and  to  add  current  item 
2.  The  matters  to  be  rescheduled  are;  Briefing  on 
Toy  Enforcement  Program,  and  an  Enforcement 
Matter  (OS  s921);  both  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

*This  meeting  was  originally  scheduled  for 
Wednesday.  March  18:  the  Commission  changtHl  the 
date  on  March  17. 
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the  bank  to  the  Commissioner  of  Banking  and 
Finance  of  the  State  of  Georgia  as  of  the 
close  of  business  on  March  17, 1961;  (2) 
accept  the  bid  for  the  transaction  submitted 
by  Commercial  Bank,  Thomasville,  Georgia,  a 
subsidiary  of  CB&T  Bancshares,  Inc.,  of 
Columbus,  Georgia;  (3)  approve  a  resulting 
application  of  Commercial  Bank, 

Thomasville,  Georgia,  for  consent  to 
purchase  assets  and  assume  liabilities  and 
establish  a  branch;  (4)  provide  such  financial 
assistance,  pursuant  to  section  13(e)  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1823(e)),  as  was  necessary  to  effect  the 
purchase  and  assumption  transaction;  and  (5) 
appoint  a  liquidator  for  such  of  the  assets  of 
the  closed  bank  as  were  not  purchased  by 
Commercial  Bank; 

(c)  an  application  of  Bankers  Trust  of  South 
Carolina,  Columbia,  South  Carolina,  for 
consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter  and  title, 
with  Spartanburg  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 
Spartanburg,  South  Carolina,  to  establish  the 
seven  offices  of  Spartanburg  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  as  branches  of  the  resultant  bank, 
and  to  purchase  and  retire  common  stock  of 
Bankers  Trust  of  South  Carolina;  and 

(d)  an  application  of  Franklin  Savings  Bank 
of  New  York,  New  York  (Manhattan),  New 
York,  for  consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter 
and  with  the  title  “American  Savings  Bank,” 
with  American  Savings  Bank,  New  York 
(Manhattan),  New  York,  and  Erhpire  Savings 
Bank,  New  York  (Manhattan),  New  York,  and 
to  establish  the  eight  full-service  offices  and 
one  public  accommodation  office  of 
American  Savings  Bank  and  the  eleven 
offices  of  Empire  Savings  Bank  as  nineteen 
full-service  branches  and  one  public 
accommodation  office  of  the  resultant  bank. 

In  calling  the  meeting,  the  Board 
determined,  on  motion  of  Chairman 
Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded  by  Director 
William  M.  Isaac  (Appointive), 
concurred  in  by  Director  John  G. 
Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the  Currency), 
that  Corporation  business  required  its 
consideration  of  the  matters  on  less  than 
seven  days’  notice  to  the  public;  that  no 
earlier  notice  of  the  meeting  was 
practicable;  that  the  public  interest  did 
not  require  consideration  of  the  matters 
in  a  meeting  open  to  public  observation: 
and  that  the  matters  could  be 
considered  in  a  closed  meeting  pursuant 
to  subsections  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(A)(ii),  and 
(c)(9)(B)  of  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii),  and  (c)(9)(B)). 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

IS-150-81  Filed  3-18-SI: :(:«  pm) 

BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Monday,  March  23, 1981 
at  2  p.m. 


PLACE:  1325  K  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

status:  This  meeting  will  be  partially 
open  and  partially  closed. 
matters  to  be  considered  in  open 
session:  Potential  budget  reductions  for 
fiscal  year  1982. 

matters  to  be  considered  in  closed 
SESSION  (Immediately  following 
conclusion  of  open  meeting):  FEC 
responses  to  Senate  Rules  Committee  on 
inquiries  involving  enforcement  matters. 
DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  March  25, 
1981  at  10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Continuation  of  agenda  of  March  18, 
1981  regarding  enforcement  matters. 
PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 
Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer;  Telephone:  202-523-4065. 
Marjorie  W.  Emmons 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

IS-MS-81  Filed  3-18-81;  3:13  pm| 
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[No.  461] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  3  p.m.,  March  23, 1981. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth  floor, 

Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 

6679). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Request  for  a  Commitment  to  Insure 
Accounts — First  Union  Savings  &  Loan 
Association  (in  organization),  Fort  Pierce, 
Florida 

Merger  Application — Kalamazoo  Savings  & 
Loan  Association,  Michigan  into  First 
Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association  of 
Detroit,  Detroit,  Michigan 

Proposed  Merger;  Maintenance  of  Branch 
Office;  Cancellation  of  Membership  and 
Insurance  and  Transfer  of  Stock — Central 
Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association,  Teue 
Haute,  Indiana  into  Wabash  Federal 
Savings  &  Loan  Association,  Terre  Haute, 
Indiana 

Preliminary  Application  for  Conversion  to  a 
Federal  Mutual  Charter — The  Tremont 
Savings  &  Loan  Association,  Bronx,  New 
York 

Request  for  Approval  of  Acquisition  of 
Raritan  Valley  Savings  &  Loan  Association, 
East  Brunswick,  New  Jersey  by  Raritan 
Valley  Financial  Corporation,  East 
Brunswick,  New  Jersey. 


Service  Corporation  Activity — Island  Federal 
Savings  &  Loan  Association,  Hempstead, 
New  York 

Branch  Office  Application — Berkeley  Federal 
Savings  &  Loan  Association  of  New  Jersey, 
Millbum,  New  Jersey 
Merger  Application — Colonial  Federal 
Savings  &  Loan  Association,  Louisville. 
Kentucky  into  Greater  Louisville  First 
Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association, 
Louisville,  Kentucky 

Proposed  Merger — La  Jolla  Federal  Savings  & 
Loan  Association,  La  Jolla,  California  into 
Glendale  Federal  Savings  &  Loan 
Association,  Glendale,  California 
Application  for  Merger — Security  Savings  & 
Loan  Association,  Pocatello,  Idaho  into 
United  First  Federal  Savings  &  Loan 
Association,  Boise,  Idaho 
Request  for  Commitment  of  Insurance  of  its 
Accounts — (Proposed)  Central  Savings  & 
Loan  Association,  Stuart,  Florida 
Increase  in  Accounts  of  an  Insurable  Type 
(Merger);  Cancellation  of  Membership  and 
Insurance;  and  Transfer  of  Stock — 
Stonewall  Savings  &  Loan  Association  of 
Linden,  New  Jersey  into  Columbia  Savings 
&  Loan  Association,  Fair  Lawn,  New  Jersey 
Request  for  Approval  of  Acquisition  of 
Control  of — Hawthorne  Savings  &  Loan 
Association,  Hawthorne,  California  by 
Republic  Financial  Services,  Inc. 

(Republic),  Dallas,  Texas 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  tbe 
earliest  practicable  time. 

IS-448-81  Filed  3-18-ai:  3:04  pm| 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  46  FR  16775, 
March  13, 1981. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  9  a.m.,  March  18, 1981. 
CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Withdrawal 
of  the  following  item  from  the  open 
session: 

9.  Discussion  of  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  Ex  Parte  230  (Sub.  5). 

IS-453-81  Filed  3-18-81:  3:4.'>  pm| 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  3  p.m.,  March  19, 1981. 
PLACE:  Hearing  room  one,  1100  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Discussion  of  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  Ex  Parte  230  (Sub.  5). 

2.  Special  Permission  Application  (4137)  of 
Trans  Pacific  Freight  Conference  of  Japan/ 
Korea — Request  for  Waiver  of  Tariff  Filing 
Requirements. 

3.  Petition  of  the  U.S.-Flag  Far  East 
Discussion  Agreement  for  Commission  action 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  54  /  Friday,  March  20,  1981  /  Sunshine  Act  Meetings  17949-17977 


pursuant  to  Section  19  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1920. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Joseph  C.  Polking,  Acting 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

|S^52-81  Filed  3-18-81;  3:45  pm| 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-M 


8 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9  a.m.,  March  26, 1981. 
PLACE:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 
STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
open  to  the  public: 

1.  Agreement  No.  9925-3:  Proposed  10-Year 
Extension  of  the  Pacific  America  Container 
Express  Service  Agreement. 

2.  Agreement  No.  T-3927:  Between  the  City 
of  Los  Angeles  and  Overseas  Terminal 
Company,  Inc. — Non-exclusive  Assignment  of 
Berths  and  Terminal  Facilities. 

3.  Exemption  of  Exclusive  Interchange 
(Including  Lease)  Arrangements  of  Empty 
Containers,  Chassis,  LASH/SEABEE  Barges, 
and  Related  Equipment  between  two  or  more 
persons  subject  to  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

4.  Agreement  Nos.  2744-44, 10390,  and 
10391:  Modification  of  the  Atlantic  &  Gulf/ 
West  Coast  of  South  America  Conference 
Agreement  to  eliminate  Ecuador  from  its 
scope;  establishment  of  the  United  States 
Atlantic  &  Culf/Ecuador  Freight  Conference 
Agreement:  and  establishment  of  the  United 
States  Florida/Ecuador  Steamship 
Conference  Agreement,  respectively. 

5.  Agreements  Nos.  10041-8  and  10044-6 — 
Extension  of  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf/Peru 
Pools. 

6.  Docket  No.  80-19:  Requirements  for 
Filing  Currency  Adjustment  Factors 
Reflecting  Changes  in  the  Exchange  Rate  of 
Tariff  Currencies. 

7.  Informal  Dockets  Nos.  941(1)  and  942(1) — 
).  T.  Baker  Chemical  Co.  v.  Atlantic  Container 
l.ine — Review  of  Settlement  Officer's 
Decision. 

8.  Informal  Docket  No.  949(1) — Bristol 
Myers  Company  v.  Seatrain  International, 

S.A. — Review  of  Settlement  Officer's 
Decision. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Docket  No.  76-34 — Tariff  FMC  6,  Rule  22 
of  the  Continental  North  Atlantic  Westbound 
Freight  Conference:  and  Docket  No.  76-36 — 
Tariff  Rules  Concertedly  Published  Defining 
Practices  of  Conferences  and  Rate  Agreement 
Members  Regarding  the  Acceptance  and 
Responsibility  for  Shipper-Owned  or  Shipper- 
Leased  Trailers  or  Containers — Scope  of 
J^urther  Proceedings. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Joseph  C.  Polking,  Acting 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

IS-451-81  Filed  3-18-81:  3:45  pm| 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
March  25, 1981. 

PLACE:  Board  Building,  C  Street  entrance 
between  20th  and  21st  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Request  by  the  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission  for  comment  on 
proposals  to  provide  additional  delivery 
dates  for  certain  futures  contracts. 

2.  Proposed  1981  fee  schedule  for  Federal 
Reserve  commercial  check  services. 

3.  Proposed  revisions  to  the  Board's  “Rules 
Regarding  Delegation  of  Authority”  in  the 
areas  of  Reserve  Bank  operations  and 
personnel. 

4.  Any  items  carried  forward  from  a 
previously  announced  meeting. 

Note. — This  meeting  will  be  recorded  for 
the  benefit  of  those  unable  to  attend. 
Cassettes  will  be  available  for  listening  in  the 
Board's  Freedom  of  Information  Office,  and 
copies  may  be  ordered  for  $5  per  cassette  by 
calling  (202)  452-3684  or  by  writing  to: 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  March  17, 1981. 

James  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IS-445-81  Filed  3-18-81;  9:46  am| 
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NATIONAL  RAILROAD  PASSENGER 

CORPORATION 

ADDITIONAL  AGENDA  ITEM 

In  accordance  with  Rule  4(d)  of 
Appendix  A  of  the  Bylaws  of  the 
National  Railroad, Passenger 
Corporation,  notice  is  given  that  the 
following.item  will  be  added  to  the 
agenda  for  the  Board  of  Directors 
meeting  of  March  25, 1981. 
Commitment  Approval  Requests 


80- 211-Sl  Establishment  of  403(b)  Service 
to  Decatur,  Illinois 

Board  members  Mills,  Boyd.  Luna, 
Lamphier,  Quinn,  Range,  Nathan.  Neel 
and  Langdon  determined  by  recorded 
vote  that  the  business  of  the 
Corporation  requires  the  change  in 
subject  matter  by  addition  of  the  agenda 
item,  and  affirmed  that  no  earlier 
announcement  of  the  change  was 
possible,  and  directed  the  issuance  of 
this  notice  at  the  earliest  practicable 
time.  Board  members  Lewis  and  Kling 
were  not  reached  for  the  vote. 

the  revised  agenda  to  be  discussed  at 
the  meeting  follows: 

Agenda — National  Railroad  Passenger 
Corporation 

Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors — March  25, 
1981 

(9:30)  Closed  Session 

1.  Internal  Personnel  Matters 

2.  Litigation  Matters 

3.  Washington  Terminal  Company 
(10:30)  Open  Session 

4.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Regular  Meeting  of 

February  25,  1981 

5.  Commitment  Approval  Requests 

81- 65  Upgrade  Coffee  Creek  Bridge- 
Porter,  Indiana 

81-66  Reroute  of  the  Washington  Section 
of  the  Broadway  Limited 
81-67  Two-year  Lease  of  Remote  Access 
Data  Processing  Equipment 
81-68  Purchase/Resale/Leaseback  of  IBM 
Tape  Peripherals 

78-76-S3  Supplemental  Founding  for 
Grade  Crossing  Improvements — Florida 
Phase  III 

80-211-Sl  Establishment  of  403(b)  Service 
to  Decatur,  Illinois 

6.  Board  Committee  Reports 
Equipment 

Finance 
Legal  Affairs 

Northeast  Corridor  Improvement  Project 
Organization  &  Compensation 

7.  President's  Report 

8.  New  Business 

9.  Adjournment 

Inquiries  regarding  the  information 
required  to  be  made  available  pursuant 
to  Appendix  A  of  the  Corporation’s 
Bylaws  should  be  directed  to  the 
Corporate  Secretary  at  (202)  383-3754. 
March  18. 1981. 

Sandra  Spence, 

Corporate  Secretary. 

IS-447-81  Filed  3-18-81:  12:47  pm] 


